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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTORY: GENERAL STATEMERT OF THE PROBLEM.

One of the three objects specified in Section 1832
of the Ohio General Code, which act established the Chio Board
of Administration®, is "To promote the study of the oauses
of dependancy and delingquency, and of mental, morsl and phys-
iocal defects, with a view to cure and ultimate prevention".
Section 1841-2 states that this same Board "shall provide
and maintain a "bureau of Jjuvenile research", and shall em-
ploy competent persons to have charge of such bureau and to
conduet investigations”.

As to the specific funetion of this Bureau, this
is stated in Section 1841-3. This seotion provides that The
Ohio Board of Administration may assign the children committed
to its guardianship to thé Bureau of Juvenlile Research for
the purpose of mental, physical and other examination, inquiry
or treatment for such period of time as the Board may deem
necessary. This section further provides that the Board mey
transfer any minor in its custody to the Bureau for observa-
tion, treatment and so on.

Under this same Board of Administration functions
the Ohio Board of State Charities. One of the duties of this

- s W G SE e M e G B A e e R MR SR e e o e e R W e M W e e e -

* Under the reorganization brought about by Governor Harry L.
Davis, the Ohio Board of Administration became the Depart-
ment of Public Welfare, and the Ohio Board of State Charities
became the Division of Charities. In the future chaptere of
this study, when mention is made of either of these organi-
zations, reference will be made by the reorganization name.



agency a8 prescribed in Section 1352-3 is to receive as its
wards such dependent or neglected minors as may bs committed
to it by the Juvenile Court or other agencies, allowed by

law to receive indigent children. The Board of State ,,Chari-
tiea then becomes responsible for the placement, maintainance,
and care of these children.

As a functional unit of the Ohio Board of Administra-
tion, the Bureau of Juvenile Research very early after its
establishment began to examine those children that had come
to the attention of the authorities of the Ohio Board of State
Charities. The general purpose of such examination was to
lend what assistance was possible in the different types of
placement problems with which the Ohio Board of State Chari-
ties was confronted. In the majority of cases the examination
consisted of an individual psychological study. In cases
where specific problems were involved, the child was resident
at the Bureau for a period of from ten days to two weeks,

80 that observation was added to the psyochological study.

0f course when possible the psychological study was
synthesized with family history, developmsntal history, mediocal
findings, etc., but this was not at all times obtainable at
the time the separate studies were being made, so that the
ma jor emphasis in each case was usually from the standpoint of
the psychological examination.

In the period of time between the early examinations

and the time at which this study was made several hundred cases
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had been examined at the Bureau. It is to be regretted that
in the program of handling dependent children the Bureau and
the Ohio Board of State Charities were not in closer touch
with each other, so that follow-up work could be done on each
case, and results of the psychological examination checked
against the actual experience with the wards of the Ohio Board
of State Charities under placement. The Bureau of Juvenile
Research and the Ohio Board of State Charities funotioned as
gseparate units of the Ohio Board of Administration without
very close coordination of work. Undoubtedly, if these agen-
cles had been able to function more cooperatively, much could
have been ascertained with regard to the factors that are in-
volved in the successful placement of dependent children. As
it 1s, working more or less independently of each other, the
methods have been hit or miss on the part of both agencies,
and while each agency has been able to accumulate a large
body of information, this information has not been correlated
in any way.

The present study is undertaken for the purpose of
correlating the faots and observations made in the psychologiocal
study of dependent children, with the faots of the child's
subsequant behavior under placement.

It is hoped that by approaching the problem from
this angle that it will be possible to work out a syndrome of
factors, psychologidal, social, and others, which will deter-

mine whether or not, given other things equal, a dependent
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child ean be successfully placed. In other words, the pres-
ent study purposrts to ascertain whether there are specifiad
factors that will determine whether a child who becomes a
dependent ward of the State can be placed or should have
other types of care, as institutional, penal and so forth.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Throckmorton, A. H. General Code of the State of
Ohio, 1921.
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CHAPTER II

GENERAL DISCUSSION OF DEPENDENCY AS A SOCIAL FROBLEMY.

As used in the present chapter the term "depend-
enoy" is applied in a very general sense. For our’prasent
purposes we may use the definition propounded by Henderson(1)
that dependents are "those who, from any cause, exist by
means supplied by the voluntary acts of the community, by
gifts from public funds or private sources." This definition
would imply not only the dependent a8 used in the specifio,
technical sense, but would also embody cases of poverty and
pauperism. To draw a oleavage line betwesn the oategories,
poverty, paucerism and dependency is exceedingly difficult.
In a sense all are dependents, and yst the terms as used
separately have acquired certain technical connotations.
Notwithstanding this comfusion of terms, the factors basic
in the causes of these problems are very intimatedy related
and no one category ocan be discussed independently of the
other.

Later in our study we will differentiate on the
basis of our data, the specific clamsification of dependency
with which we are dealing.
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¥ Dhe writer is indebted to Dr. John L. Gillin's recent book
"Poverty and Dependency™ for a large amowunt of the material
in this chapter. It is used with some modification.
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INTRODUCTION.

With the change from tribal to civil form of
goclety came the urgency to individualism. As long as
soclety was a group of blood relatives, a spirit of commun-
ism prevailed. Individual capacity was used for the advan-
tage of all members, while individual incapacity, if it was
not ruthlessly eliminated shared in the welfare of all.
Group solidarity and mutual aid were necessary to survive
in conflict with unconquered Nature and hostile groups.
Wealth was largely the fruits of Nature which the individual
had not learned to appropriate to himself.

S8everal factors, however, arose that disrupted this
state of affairs., Population increased, media of exchange
woere invented, growth in needs to be satisfied took place,
animals became domesticated and were appropriated to indivi-
dual, family and small group usage, agriculture developed
with a consequent demand for fertile land, prestige grew
and certain scarce articles were appropriated by individuals
for purposes of soocial distinotion, all of which with a con-
sequent growth of commercial and other forms of communication
brought about a strain upon o0ld tribal relationships, which
in the course of tinﬁ broke them down gnd introduced a form
of social organization entirely different from the homogene-
ity of the tribe.

Henoe, class distinctions developed. Control of
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both luxuries and neoessiﬁiee mde appearance. On the one
hand there were those who were individually wealthy; on
the other, arose individual poverty.

One m;ght even state that the process was one of
survival of the fit. Whereas, under the tribal organization
the socisl flotsam had been either provided for or eliminated
after the disruption of the tribal society, with the previous-
ly mentioned urgency upon individualism, those who were mndi-
vidual incapsacitates hecame a social problem. Hence, we
have what is known by varying terms as, poverty, pauperism,
or dependenasy.

Briefly then, such social phenomena are the results
of a growingly complex oiviligation. ‘AB long a® group own-
ership and interest prevailed there were no problems. Civil
organization ocalls for greater individual adjustment, res-
ponsibility and initiative. Those who were so lacking in
capacity could not survive and as a result became, with
maturing civilization, social dependents. What had been the
property of the group was exploited for the advantage of
the few. Unequal capacity msant inequality or absence of
ability to acoumulate individusl wealth. Economic inequal-
ities developed. With the individual ownership of property
came a bresk-down of the common responsibility for the wel-

fare of the group as a whole.



APPROACH TO THE PROBLEN OF DEPENDENCY.

Historiocally there are four methods of approach
to the problem of dependency. We may term these, (1) Sym-
pathetic motive, {2) religious motive, {3) political
motive, and (4) the social motive. ]

The sympathetic motive in the effort to alleviate
conditions of distress in the social group was palpably crude
In every group there were the thoughtful, and these endeav-
ored to formulate a theory as to the proper method of treating
the poor. In every society distress evoked response from
certain sympathetic individuasls. This reasction toward the
distressed had no specifio organization or rationale, yet
it served to meet the imme diate needs of the unfortunate.

Primitive man was very devout in matters of reli-
gion. It was an easy step from the sympathetioc motive to
the religious motive in relieving distress and misfortune.
To plsase God was the a priori assumption of the primitive
religious man. And since the sympathetic motive was an
impulse to help, religion readily annexed the relief of
poverty to its realm, and charity became an act well
pleasing to God.

As soon a8 society had developed to the point
where the favor of the individusl was sought, opportunity

arose for the crafty politician to win favor by means of



largesses to the needy. In the decadent days of Rome this
took the form of corn and games. With the ward politiocian
it takes the form of Thanksgiving turkeys and gifts in
time of need to faithful followers. Thus, the political
motive arose. The political motive corrupted the foundg~
tions of demooracy.

None of the motives for relief of distress which
have been previously mentioned tended to bring an adequate
solution to the probvlem. By indiscriminate giving the
individual was not made independent, but rather when aid
assumed the nature of almegiving both the individual and
society were demoralized. Hénce, to prevent demoralization,
to promote independence and general welfare the social
motive in aid for the needy arose. The sympathetic motive
had served well its purpose in which giver and recipient
were woll kmown to each other, and connscted by either
blood-ties or long fellowship in the community, but it
worked in a derogatory mammer to those whoserircumstanoes
and history were unknown. It produced ths phenomens of
confirmed mendicancy. Where the circumstances and history
of the individual were unknown it was difficult to distin-
guiéh between those actually distressed and the impostor.
Mondicanocy was sanoctified under the religious motive for
those who wished to do penance for sin.

Each of these motives had failed in turm to curb

or prevent pauperism, poverty and other socisl problems.
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It was with the hope that, wherein other motives had failed,
the social motive would succesd, that this latter movement
had its rise.

The problem of poverty, pauperism and dependency
is approached in these modern days by the investigational
method. Effort is made, not only to help immediate needs,
but to ascertain causes of these phenomena with view to
ultimate prevention. Something of the seeming futility of
this, at least as ameliorative programs are now directed,
will be shown in later portions of this study. Intelligent-
ly directed effort to alleviate dependency must carry with
it the idea of ascertaining gnd fathoming the antecedents
of this phenomenon. In this way and only this can the
individﬁal be given a true sense of soclal responsibility.

BXPLANATIONS AND CONDITIONS OF DEPENDENCY.

We have reviewed in an introductory way the changes
in the social organizations which have given to us the social
phenomenon of dependency. Also we have reviewed the methods
of approach in the solution of the problem. It is impouaible
within the limite of the present study to review all expla-
nations in detail. What we shall try to do is to anticipate
those factors, in a very general way, that are apropos to
the present study. Historically, there are some explanations
which bear some resemblange to the effortes made by certain
groups even in this modern day.

Primitive man was essentially a religious being.

Nature to him was animistic. He must court the favor of
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Nature. At one time Nature was cholaeric, at other times
beneficient. Hence, if when the individual or the group
suffered this Deity was displeased. It was most natural that
this explanation should carry over aa*an explanation of
dependenoy or other social problems. Hebrew literétnre is
aspecially characterized by the religious explanation. How-
ever, the later writings of the Prophets show tht they saw
poverty as a social injustice. Even though present dsy
explanations are more refined there is still extant the be-
lief that sin or unworﬁhiness is the cause of poverty. How-
ever, with the birth of natural science, there has been an
effort to oconnect sin with some violation of natural law. On
the other hand, social injustice as an explanation has
developed with the evolution of society.

Aside from the religious explanation of dependency
there arose very early s quasiéhereditarj theory. It is
possible that nomadioc shepherds had in a orude way become
familiar with certain laws of heredity, so that it was known
that characteristiocs were transmitted. Again, we find ref-
erenoe‘to the fact that, "the sins of the father are visited
upon the children even to the third and fourth generation."”
With the development of modern science and the scientifiec
theory ofleredity a new impetus was given to the doctrine
that explains poverty on the basis of inheritance. Defeots
were inherited and defects were the causs of poverty. Thus,

Herbert Spencer‘believaa that_the poor should be left alone.
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In the struggle for existence the weak would be eliminated
while the strong would perpetuate themselves. Spencer assumed
that the weak were hereditarily so, and the only solution

for them ﬁas elimination. Modern theories of heredity do

not maintain that poverty specifically is inherited, but
emphasis is placed upon those characteristice that tend to
produce poverty. While there is little doubt thst inheri-
tance does ﬁlay an important role as an explanation of

poverty it is exceedingly far-fetsched to ascribe this as

the only reason for the existence of such a social phenomenon

In the last fifty years the problem of powerty has
been attacked from many different standpoints. Gillin (2)
has reviewed these and listed them briefly under the two dif-
ferent heads as; explanations of powverty on the basis of
individual fault, and explanations of poverty on ths basies of
economic maladjustment.

As to individual fault, the causes range from sin-
fnlness, personal unworthiness, lazinese to alcoholism,drugs
and many others.

Under economic maladjustment are listed the theory
of Earl Marx which charges that capital gives to labor only a
iubsisténco wage; Henry George's theory of "single tax" ;
Malthus' theory that the population tends to outrun food sup-
ply--and ad infinitum.

Both of these categoriess are eschewed by Gillin as

being scientifloc makeshifts. In many of these theories there



may be some truth, but in the ocase of the individual's failure
to attain indepéndanoe, there are conditions either in himself
which are inherited or which are in the conditions suwrrowmding
him and so affect him that he becomes destitute. With refer-
ence to economic maladjustment, while having an element of
truth, these theories do not, as specifically stated, fully
explain poverty, but must be taken in conjunction with other
facts. The conviction has grown up that no one theory is
fully explanatory of conditions of poverty. Fhysical environe
ment, spscific defects, difference between natural endowment ,
social and economic maladjustments et ceters must all be
considered. Thus, modern theofy as to causes éf poverty are
decidedly away from one-sided to many-sided explanations,

SPECIFIC CONDITIONS OF DEPENDENCY: PHYSICAL
BENVIRONMENT AND HEREDITARY INCAPACITY.

e have called attention to some general explanatiéns
of the phenomenon of dependency. It will be mnoted that these
explanations show & range from the very crude characterized
by primitive society to the more complex characterized by that
of a oivilization of higher order. Briefly then, explanations
have partaken of the characteristics of the state of social
evolution from the very crude to the very complex. Probadly
the one factor which most influenced modern explanations of
the phenomenon of dependency was the advent of natural sclence.

Prom the speoulative aspect of explaining dependency the influ-
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ence of natural science emphasized certain differential factors
which have been touched upon, but which need further elucidation,
It is the purpose of the author at this juncture to review fac-
tors in the physical environment and hereditary factors that

are the purported causal conditions of dependency.

Under physical factare in the environment are listed
such items as, poor natural resources, climate, suddell climatic
changes, natural pests, natural ocataclysms, diseases, and the
like.

. While it seems plausible that such factors have some
relation as causes of dependéncy, yot the data are of doubtful
value because as yet mw statisticasl researches have besn cone
ducted which show the importance of these factors. In many
cases such explanations are complicated with other factors
so that it becomes difficult which to assign as a primary or
secondary cause of dependency. For example, on the question
of poor natural resources, it is questionable if this is not
complicated with suoh'faotors a8 intelligence, poor judgment
in seleoction of resources and what not. It would seem from
certain data which are available that a close correlation
exists between the economic status, as judged from the pior-
nees or richness of resources, and intelligencs. “Henoe, it
it 88 plausible to assign intelligence as the fundamental
cause of fhe individual making a selection of poor natural

environment and at onoe the fundamental cause of dependency,
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a8 1t 1s to assign poor natural resources as the fundamental
oause of the phenomenon. As yaf this is an unsolved problenm,
but gives some basis for further research. Later in our ‘
study some data are offered on this point,.

There is 1little doubt but that economic welfare is
affected by unfavorable climates, and that such factors as
destructive pests (the cotton boll weevil, for example) have
an important place in determining economic welfare, but it
is diffioult to determine to what extent these are influential,
80 that, in the absence of statistics, any definite statement
or evaluation of such causal factors would partake of the
nature of conjecture.

On the other hand, considerable material is avail-
able on the effeot of inheritance upon dependency. We know
that mental traits are hereditabhle. BEven the pioneer work of
Galton (3) and Woods (4) shows this, the former showing that
the.qualities which go to mhke up genius are hereditary; the
latter in his study of royalty showing that achievement runs
in families. These studies show that ability is inherited
in a rather striking way. 1Is it possible then that lagk
of ability or lack of capacity for the important work of
life is also inherited? From all evidence available it
would seem that the answer must be in the affirmative.

Many studies have been made of inherited inferior-
ity in families. The earlier studies simply pointec out

that family progenitors possessed certain characters and that
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the offspring had also the same traits, One of the first studies
was by Dugdale (B) of a degenerate pauper family ocalled the
~Jukes. Although the results are somewhat vitiated by the fact
that Dugdale assumes that poverty and orime are inherited as
entities, yet the study shows very strikingly how when a weak-
nese is handed down in ever-inoreasing proportions when in-
breeding ocourred, a corresponding inorease in pauperism re-
sulted, Bstabdrook (18) in a very recent study of the Jukes,
more elaborate and extensive than that of Dugdale, concludes
from his data that paupericm is a definite indication of
weakness, both physical and mental.

In 1892, Charles Booth (6) made a study of psuperism
in London. The study is simply a collection of stories of
cases which have besn relieved over a period of years. Al-
though statistically valueless, these stories show how the
tendency to laziness, immorality, and irregular employment,
with their resulting recourse to the public poor relief author-
ities, run in families. Incapacity runs from father to son
or daughter and on down the line, as well as in the kinship.

A recent study by thé State Board of Charities in
Virginia (7) shows that in some county infirmaries there are
a8 many a8 far generations of the same family.

Davenport snd Estabrook (8) report"a study of a
degenerate rural community, called the Nam Family in New York
State. éhey investigated 1,795 in the kindred. They studied

the trait of indolence in this grouwp. They say concerning
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the results of their study, "Our data afford us a number of
families where both parents ére indolent, others where both
‘are industrious. We have tabulated the two fraternities,
30 in number, derived from two industrious parents, without
regard to grandparents. Of a total of 82 known children
from such matings, 73, or 90 per o¢ent, are industrious.
When, on the other hand, both parents are indolent, no
regard being had to grandparents, then out of a total of
34 known children, 26 arse unindustrious, or 76.5 per cent."

In order to ascertain whether these Nams were
more influenced by heredity than environment, a study of
the branch of the family which migrated to Minnesota and
had lived there ever since, was made. The authors conclude
that even though the new environment was much superior to
the 0ld it had no appreciable effegt on the migrating por-
tion of the family. The traits reported in the Minnesota
portion of the family were identlcal with those of the
New York branch. The data seem to show that it is the
inherent mental traits present in the germ-plasm which
playe a dominant part in determining the bsehavior and re-
aotions of individuals. |

Studies and references might be multiplied showing
how the factor of inferiority or incapacity runs from
generation to generation in families.

"Among theee one might name the Tribe of Ishmael
in Indiana, the Hill Folk, the Pineys, the family of Sam
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Sixty in Ohio, the Dack Family and so on, all of which show
how inborn incapacity runs from generation to generation.
However, for the purposes of the present study only one more
will be used to substantiate our premise that dependency has
to & large exteﬁ£ its genesis in a hereditary incompleteness.
One of the more recent studies of hereditary de-
ficiency has been made by Goddard (9) of a family that he
calls the Kallikaks. Goddard concludes that where inherited
defect 1s demonstrable it is a potent factor in the causation
of dependency, because those‘who are inferior do not have
the inherited vitality and mind of the sort to manage their
own affairs in such a way that they can compete with inde-
pendent, respectable people arowmd them. It would seenm
that the foregoing leaves but little doubt that the role
of inheritance as a causative influence in dependency is
decidedly great. Just how important this role is, is 4if-
ficult to say, and how important these conditlons are as
they relate to the specific problem of dependent children,
with which the present study is concerned is more difficult
to say. Of course, one point which must be considered is
that these studies herein presented have been wade on
groups that have shown for a long period of time a lack of
ability to adjust to social expesotations. Whether these
studies of the seriously handicapped are merely ms jor pro-
totypes of tho sa. individuals that are deslt with as child-
dependents is a question with which later portions of this

study is concerned.
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80CIO-ECONOMIC CONDITIONS IN DEPENDENCY.

Gillin maintains that socio-economic faotors are
far more important than the physical environment or here-
dity in the cause of dependency. Admitting, perhaps, that
there are gertain factors in this category that are egual
in importance with the aforementioned ones, we do not be-
lieve that & general assumption can be made, as to the
place that such factors have in the scale of importance.
We have already stated our position on the question of
the physioal environment, but the position of the present
study is that dependency holds a very closs and important
relationship to the germinal factor,

At this juncture a classification of the socio~
economic factors in dependency is in order. They will be
discussed critically in following portions of this study.

Clessification of Socio-Economic Factors in Depen-
denecy.

1., Factors affecting the income.

A. Death or disability of the bread winner not
directly due to industrial conditions.

B, Adverse industrial conditions such as disease,
éccident and fatigue due to improperly managed
store or faotory.

1. Accidents
2, Disease and death

3. Fatigue.
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Pactors affecting both incope and expenditure.
A. Labvor of women and children.

B, Paulty education.

I11., Factors affeoting expenditures.

A. Traditions, customs and habits affecting taste
in food and dress, thrift and standard of living.

B. Iznorance of the elements of domestic economy.

IV. Maladjustments in the production and distribution of

wedth and income.
A, Sudden fluctuations in prices.
B. Undsr-production.
C. Inequitable distribution of wealth and income.
D. Pressure of population on natural resources.
Z. Inadequate machinery for the adjustment of
economic and social relationships in soclety.
Marital relations.
A. Widowhood.
B. "Single-blessedness"” or celibacy
C. Divorce
D. Desertion.

B. Illegitimacy.

V. Political malad justments.

A. Corruption and influence.

B. Ogtgrown laws and methods of administration.

C. A negative rather than a positive attitude toward
delinquentea and unfortunates.

D. Wastefulness in government expenditures.

B. International maladjustments.
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ViI. Unwise philanthropy.
A. Extent of poverty and pauperism caused by
indisdriminate giving.
B. Economic burden of unwise philanthropy.
C., Pauperizing influence of bad examplse.
D. Publioc support of defective classes.
E. Beggars and vagrants.
F., Effeot of indiscriminate giving on the publiec.
VIII. Lack of adequate methods of settling industrial
disputes.
IX. Educational system 111 sdapted to prepare for life
and livelihood.
A. Abbreviasted school l1life of American children.

B. Inadequate education. /ﬁ
e

P
s

Referring to IA in the classification, quite a body
of statistical information is available on the instances of
preventable and unpreventable diseases and death due to natur-
el causes. These studies for the most part set forth not
only the loss to the public exchequsr but also to the family
and the individual. The chief argument that can be admanced
from these statistice is that much dependency could be elim-
inated by proper attention to a health program tencing to
decrease the death and disease rates by preventive measures.
Such statisties, however, are difficult to coustrus. We

xnow that as a general factor death or disability of the
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bread-winner due to certain preventable or unpreventable con-
ditions is important. However, we have no absolute measure
of this influence. Aside from one statement made by Devine
(10) to the effect that seventy-five per cent of the distress
which comes to the Charity Organization of New York City
is caused immediately by sickness, no estimate has besen made
a8 to the importance of faotors of natural death and disease,
Hence, the amount of influence on dependency must remsin
conjectural. On 1IB, statistics show a large number of deaths
and disabilities attributed to improperly managed industrial
concerns. Also, the disease and death rates in the ocoupa-
tions is higher than the rate for the whole population of
the same age group. Fatigue and overstrain, resulting in
lowered production and sickness are advanced as reasons for
dependenocy. The same logical oonclusion follows on this
point as in the omne previously discusged. How great is the
influenoce of disease, death and fatigue 4due to industrial
conditions, on the problem of dependency? Statistiocs do
not ;how. Therefore, the degree of influsnce is largely
one of inference. No doudbt if conditions in industry were
improved, it would tend to decrease dependency somewhat,
but at present the amowmt of this decrease must remain an
unwolved problem.

With reference to IC,D, and E, it is questionable
ag to whether these conditions that are attributed as primor-
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dial factors in the income are not really after all secondary
in nature. The factors affeeting income are more fundamental.
That is, is not the faot that there is unemployment on im-
proper wages simply an indication that a large mass of our
unemployed are composed of individusls who form a class un-
able by a lack of inherent ability to progress Beyona a
certain poing, and who, because of this same lack, receive
low wages or wages inadequate for the nececssities of 1life?
Some studies to be discussed later seem to show this in a
striking way. It would Beem that dependency can not be attri-
buted primarily to unemployment, low wages, and other such
factors, but that the fundamental fact of inherent incapacity
for which such phenomens are only criteria, is after all the
fundamental cause.

While it may be true that some dependency is due
to adverse surroundings of children, again it becomes gquestion-
able as to whether this can be assigned as a primary cause.
The question is how much of adverse surroundings is to be
ascribed to heredity and how much to other fastors than in-
heritance. The present study holds to the idea that in gen-
eral, surrouncings are indicative of the intelligence status
of the individual or family.

With reference to IIA and B, oriticism ocan only be
indicated. Except in rare instances where the death of the
father has necessitated the labor of the mother in order to

gupport the family, the labor of women and children might
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be taken as an evidence of inadequacy on the part of the
father. That is, hereditary incapacity precludes the possi-
bility of an income beyond s certain point. And since it

is known that families of thosse lower in the social strata
are .08t usually larger than those higher in the social scale,
this fact with a concomitant poor salary would probably make
it necessary for both parents and children to work in order
to survive. What the exact relationship of this factor is
to dependency is difficult to understand, except to say

that for the most part those fanilies that are oharacterized
by labor of women and children represent the types out of
which dependents are made.

Faulty education is berated as one of the factors
in dependency; that is, the curriculum is unsuited to the
after-neede of the individual. This faulty education may
be linked either with the home or school. The charge is
made that ecarning capacity is not imparted by these two in-
stitutions. Hence, when the individual is thrown on his
own resources, he becomss dependent. From two standpoints
the argument of faulty education as explanatory of depen-
dency seems defective. It is probable that the problem
reduces iteelf to one of original endowment. If the in-
dividual does not profit by s8chool instruction, does the
problem not become one of lack of endowment in the indil-
vidual and not the fault of the school in the proper admin-
igstration of the curriculum? Again, where it is charged

that the home is at fault, do not such homes represent
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simply those who do ::ot have capacity? At least these
questions are worth consideration.

Headings III1 and IV necessarily involve a great
many factors economic and otherwise that have no logical place
in the present study. PFerhaps such poidnts as are mentioned
bear some relation to the problem of dependency. However,
such factors are so complex and so much involved in philo-
sophic discussion of the problem that thelr value as causes
for dependenoy can not be relied upon. Such matters as
domsstic economy, production, and distridbution of wealth are
much involved in theory. No reliable statistics are availadle
on the degree of influence of such factors, and since many
of the theories held with relation to distribution of wealth
and are in the process of solution, the causal influence of
such factors must be viewsd more or less casually. Without
doubt, all the factors of the marisl relation, to which
reference ig made in heading V, are profoundly significant
as conditions of dependency. Some effort has been made to
analyze some of these in the present study.

Widowhood is a cause of dependency and opsrates
chiefly in the cases of women and children. No statistics
are at present available‘as to the ‘kumportance of this cause.
However, widowhood as a cause brings severael important
considerations to light, based largely on speculation.

It is obvious that not all women who are widowed, with

their children become partakers of the benovolence of
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soclety. What of the group who do become dependent with
widowhood as an apparent cause? The writer has slready
suggested the possible theory that the so-called causes
are for the most part only symptoms of more fundamentsal
factors that are causes of dependency. Briefly, then
whether of not s mother with children would become depen-
dent on the death of the father, would depend somewhat on
the inherited capacity of this same mother to be respon-
eible for the children. And such & factor would be opera-
tive not alone in the ocase of the mother but also with the
father. That is, while not making an a priori assumption,
it seems that even the cases of dependency whose apparent
cause is widowhood, can generally be traced back to an
inherited incapacity of some kind. The potentislities

do not exist in these cases to assume responsibility.

The easiest method out of a dilemmsa is sought, which usu-
ally results in the ohildren‘being thrust upon society

to support and nurture. The cause of poverty called
"single-blessedness” or celibacy basel on s study of un-
married dependents among the males and females of alms-
houses is not worthy of much consideration. Lack of the
advantages of normal family life have been advanced as a
reason for these who are in a state of "single-blessedness”,
becoming dependent.. Resesrches and investigations have
shown that very large per cents of the inmates of alms-

houses are defective mentally. It is almost axiomatie
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that paupers are paupers because of th;s incapacity. To
assign lack of normal family 1ifs as a condition of depend-
ency becomes almost levity!

It is impossible to say definitely how important
the role of divoroce 1is as a condition of dependency. It
would be necessary in such a discussion to know the facts
concerning alimony, provision for the chiliren after divoroce
and other such facts. Such information is not available.

As a direot ocause of dependency it is impossible to believe
that divorce is a very important one. It is questionabdle

as to whether, iIn those cases of dependency that are ascribed
to divorce, the real cause could not be traced to the general
factor of irresponsibility of the divorced comple, due to
low inherent capsacity. Obviously, in many cases of divorce
adequate provision is made for the children. What of those
cases where the children become dependent after divorce?
Surely there must be some factor at work which preempts the
posaibility of the proper responsibility being felt for
children by the divorcees, in cases where children become
dependent because of divorce. We suggest that this cause

is fundamentally inocapacity to accept resronsibility. Almost
the same line of argument might follow with reference to
dessertion as a condition of dependency. On this point sta-
tistiocs are somewhat enlightening. Of the cases cared for

by various relief agencles, iarcuis (11) reports the pro-



portion due to desertion of the husband and father varied
from 10 per cent for the Provident Association to 50 per cent
at the day nursery at the Institution Church, Devine reports
on 5,000 cases known to the Charity Organization Society for
years 1906 tO 1908, Of this number exactly 10 per cent were
deserted wives. In 1916 a somewhat similar study was made

on wives, PFor the last yesr the same organization reports
11.7 per oent of deserted wives. Brandt (12) finds that

the reports of charitable organizations show that of the
total number of families in their charge, from 7 to 13 per
cent are deserted families, that ome-fourth of the committ-
ments of children to institutions in Hew York City are at-
tributed to desertion: It is clear that in desertion, there
is an important ozuse of dependency. But again, as we have
heretofore urged, this fact in itself can not be taken with
too much oredence. There is no reason to believe that desertion
in itself is the all,impor?ant factor, inasmusch as the per
cent of thoee dessrted, and who subsequently hecome dependent,
is relatively small. As has been done previously in other
connections, we advance the point that desertion is in all
probability one of the primary symptoms of an inferior stock,
and does not represent fundamentally & cause of dependency.
Moreover, if it were possible to investigate the heredity

and intelligence status of those who»becoma dependent be-

cause of desertion, it is highly probable that most cases



would be foumd to be that of general incapacity.

Illegitimacy as a cause of dependeney is another un-
oertain quantity. Wooley and Weidensall (13) report a ktudy
on unmarried mothers coming to the Cincinnati General Hospital.
Tests of two series show that not more than 20 per cent of ‘
the unmarried mothers can be safely pronounced normsl. Of
the married mothers about 50 per cent can he so0 considered.
From 40 to 45 per cent of the unmarrisd mothers are without
question so low grade mentally as to make life under institu-
tion cars the only happy one for themselves and the most
economical and the only safe arrangement for society.

Bowen (14) made a study from the records of the
Court of Domestic Relations in Chicago for the Juvenile Protec-
tive Association of 419 cases of mothers of illegitimate child-
ren. Of these girls one-third were house-keepers, one-fifth
factory wofkers,'one-tenth hotel workers, one;tanth tailoresses,
seamstreosses or milliners, and 6 per cent were laundresses.
Before their troudle, in 216 cases investigated, less than 3
per cent received $12 a week, and 92 per cent less than $12
a week, The average wage was $6.75.

In view of the corrsitation betwesn intelligence
status and occupation, salary, and other oriteria of econonic
status it seems fairly obvious that the aforementioned group
would represent those who are decidedly inferior in intelligence
or in native ocapacity. The study of Wooley and Weidensall strong-

ly substantiates the point that 1llegitimaocy bears a closse rela~
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tionship to native ocamecity, namsly, the per cent of those who
gre gullty of 1llegitimacy tends to inocrease as native endow-
ment decreases.

With these faots in hand it seems plausible to
argue that the ohief condition of dspendency even in instances
where 1llegitimacy is assigned would be incapaocity.

Under the general heading of political maladjustments
are grouped such factors as corruption aﬁd influence in poli-
tics, and so on. As with many other facts such as these, the
significance of such points is exceedingly hard to measure.
They are very general in nature, and are faots that affect
the whole of group life without having specific relation to
particular problems such as dependency. Government in modern
society is supposed to be in the interest of all the people.
Where there are phenomena that prohibit the most effieient
working of the democratic ideals, then the effect upon effi-
ciency is sﬁre to bring problems such as dependency. How-
ever, it is a mooted question as to whether or not the rela-
tion of such factors as are mentioned in heading VI bear
directly on dependency. Where there are prevalent such
factors as corruption, antiquated laws, wastefulness in
running the government and so forth, it would seem that
those who succumb to these forces represent after all a
gm@wM&swﬂmImﬂdmhbehmﬁmﬁinﬂeﬂ»

sence of such forces. In other words, political maladjust-
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mente are merely preocipitating causes making for an earlier
gtate of depsndency than would follow under normal oiroum-
stances.

Apropos to heading VII, it is difficult to state
how much the problem of dependency relates itself to indis-
oriminate giving. There are two influences that work in
this respect. First, how many of those who are dependent
have becoms habitually so through indiscoriminate methods
of relief, and because they have sought the easiest means
of living, namely, playing on the gullibility of soociety?
Second, how many are made dependent by reason of the econ-
omio burden of taxation for relief, who might otherwise be
independent if freed from this burden? In answer to our
first query, it is unbe;ievable that the number who willinge
ly lead a parasitic life of dependency would be at all
large unless there is a defect of more fundamntal naturs.
Self-respect followe capascity, and it might be argued that
where the individual so lacks this element as to prey on
the benovolence of society, he probably falls in the ine
capacitated group.

0f course, experience showxs that where relief 1is
administered in a scientific fashion, there is a noticeable
decrease in depcndency. This is substantiated by the exper-
ience of Indiana. For the year 1895, before the reform
of the Indiana public relief system, the overseers of the
townships of Indisna spent $630,168. Twelve years later,
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for the year 1907, after scienfific methods of relief had
been adopted by private agenciss, the overseers were spend-
ing but $227,304. In 1897, one out of every 31 of the
inhabitants of the state were receiving public poor relief;
ten years later only one out of every 7% were receiving
such aid, while ten years later, there was not a couwnty in
the state where one in 30 of the inhabitants were receiving
relief.

Such findings would seem to argue against our first
contention that those who prey on the benevolence of society
are necessarily incapacitated. However, these statistics
do not tell the whole possible story. Undoudtedly, scien-
tific methods of giving would reduce somswhat the expend-
itures for relief, and the number who receive relief. But
one must look upon sudh findings with a certain degree of
gskepticism for no other reason than that the purpose of
most public efforts in behalf of any movement is to re-
duce expenses and make the showing as favorable as possible.
A reduotion of more than 50 per cent in expenditures for
_ relief within a space of 12 ysars is rather astowmding.

What is true of expenditures is also true of the proportional
decrease in the population who were receiving public aid.

Armd yet nothing is said of thos who had formerly received
relief., They were procreating their kind just the same.

The population under normal conditions of those who were

L4

-
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reoipientg would not have decrsased in 12 years. What pro-
viéion had been made for them? Nothing short of a cataclysm
could have made such a marked change in the population of
dependents, so that sush a disproportionate decrease in the
number receiving relief could be noticed. Hence, in order
to interpret such statistics correctly, one would have to
know what provision had bsen made for thoss who, under
scientific methods of administering relief, were not longer
dependent, Finally, we believe, if such data were avail-
able, that as far as the number of those who are potentially
dependent is concerned, there would be no appreciable de-
orease, and the faet of having been once aependent’on
soclety would be a oriterion of a certain incapaclty which
the social statistics in this case do not show.

There is existent in this classification of ocon-
fitione, two that might be called borderline factors. We
have advanced the query as to how many of those who are
dependent under the economic burden resulting from unwise
philanthropy would become independent if relieved of this
burden. Pﬁrthar, how much effect does the example of oha
person receiving public aid affect another. Our conkention
is that the measurable difference between thess two classes
and those who actually reeeive aid is very slight. With an
inherited weakness of make-up, all that is nseded in eithar
dase is a precipitating cause, and such ones that areon the

border-line of dependency usually represent those of defeoc-
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tive heredity who would take any excuse to get along with
least effort, whioh would mean that they would beocome pub-
lic burdens or dependents.

With reference to defectives, beggars and vagrants,
these probably fall in the categqries that we have previous-
ly mentioned, vis., incapacitates. Further in our study
some statistics are quoted on this point which showe that
the unemployed are very usually below normal in intelli-
gence. On the question of defectives, society can have
no quarrel. Enough has been said to show that not only
insids, but also outside of an institution deficiency in
any amount probably goes hand-in-hand with dependsnoy.
Therefore, until there is an improvement in the esugeniocal
program, this condition will continue to exist. Hesading
VIII can be disﬁissed with a word as a wholly uncertain
assumption. Dependency is a permanent social phenomenon.
Labor and industrial disputes while having some effect
on temporary conditions of the people in & certain locale
ity are only effective as long as such dieputes obtain,
eand are not contributory to the permsnent phenomenon
known as dependenoy.

Much stress has been placed upon our educational
system as a condition of dependency. The school life of
the Ameriocan child is too short, the curricula per se

do not prepare children for the neede of 1life, many who



leave 8chool are inadequately educated, and so it goes that the
modern school system comes in for its share of blame ag be-
ing & responsible factor in dependency. Davie (15) says,
"Much of the failure and disappointment in 1life, and possi-
bly much of the crime that abounds may be attributed to the
fact that so large a portion of our youth go out from our
schools imperfectly prepared to meet the demands of the
world in which they find themselvee compelled to make some
kind of a 1171#3.“ A |

"Prom 50 to 75 per cent of the pupils leave high
school before finishing. Fifty per ocent of those who fin-
ish the eighth grade or reach the end of the time for which
fhay are subject to the compulsory attendance laws never
eﬁter the high echool."

"ﬁith,approximately 90 per cent of those who enter
‘the first grade dropping out before the year of graduastion
from the ‘high school there must be some real and practical
reason for their deliberate SOtipn. While many of them
leave ::or causes beyond thelr control, my obssrvation and
investigation show that fully 60 per cent of those who ieava
the high school do so beoause it does not offer them what,
in their opinion and experience, they need for the work that
they desire to enter or feel that they are called to do."

Perhaps the educational system is guilty in not
providing adequately for a longer educational term for its

children, losing contact with them at too early an age,
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and sending them into 1ife to become dependsnt. FPerhaps

the Bchool does not provide the type of training necessary to
the individual life needs of its pupils. Perhaps many of those
who leave school do find their way to blind-alley jobs in
whioch they remain permaenently, with no chance for promotion a
better salary, later raising a family, and ultimstely hecoming
dependent. .

But there is another side to the plsoture. How many
of those who drop out do s0 not bvecause of the fault of the
school or curriculum but hecause they reach their academic
or educational limit duwe to no other faotor than lack of
ability or inherent incapacity? Granting that the school
and ocurriculum may be at fault in not yet providing adequate-
ly for types of training necessary to.life, the inquiry might
also be made as to how many of the group who drop out and
come in the category of those inadequately educated, are
really 1ncapaoitated for receiving much more education than
they receive up to the time they leave school.

A8 for those who fall in blind-alley Jobs, do
not those who fall into such a niche simply serve the pur-
pose of showing that there are those individuals who with
a certain capacity inevitably gravitate to the job where
that capacity is used? In other words, you oan not make
a 8ilk purse out of a sow's ear. Later statistics in this
-study will show a close correlation between job status and

intelligence status, assuming intelligence to be inherited
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capacity. Terman (16) says, "Statistics collected in hundreds
of cities in the United States show that between a third and
a half of the school children fail to progress through the
grades at the expedted rate; that from 10 to 15 per cent
are retabded two years or more; and that 5 to 8 per cent are
retarded at least three years. More than 10 percent of the
$400,000,000 annually expended in the United States for school
instruotion is devoted to reteaching children what they have
already been taught but have failed to learn."

. In other words then, approximately $400,000,000
is used on those who by rsason of one circumstance or another
are unable to progress normally in school. Surely all of
this can not be blamed on the laxity of educational methods
* or the school curriculum. Goddard (17) publishes a table
modified from one issued by the‘Uh}tod States Department of
Eduostion which presents some rather atriking results.
Table follows on next page. As mentioned the "wages" and
"School" figures were recently published by the Uhited States
Department of Ecucation, to show the importance of keeping
the children in school. Effort was made here to show that
the faots of the "school" colummn account for conditions in
the "wages" column. Goddard has added the "intelligence"
coluﬁn. | |

These statistios were compiled by three separate

and distinot agencies, "wages™ from the Department of Labor,

"School™ from the Department of Education, and "intelligence"
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WAGES
Of 100 wage earners

SCHOOL
0f 100 children

INTELLIGENCE
0f 1,700,000 Soldiers.

9% Earn $150-$200 13% Leave in 4th Grade, Ago 10 10% in "Deut Group, Hental Age 10
12 " 250-300 13 ' 5th 11 15 L) L 11
16 " 350- &00 14 " " 6th " "o1g 20 9 MGe-" M " "2
31 " 450- 600 27 " " 7th & 8th " 13,14 |25 " nwge .M n " 13,14
68 " less than $16

. ‘ 67 Do not finish 8th 70 Are Ptelow " " 15
per week ; .
27 n 3750-$1000 23 Leave after 8th 16% in "C " Group " " 15
8 " 12860 10 Attend H.S. g m onpw. " " 16,17
2 " over 12850 8 Graduate H.S. 4% " A" " u T 18,49
1.5 College . )
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from the Army data. These data are not vitiated by the fact
that they were compiled by some individual or agency in
order to prove a point.

Even empirically, an inspection of the results of
the table shows some rather striking relationships betweeen
various factors. It seems that one can assume that at least
a major portion of those who fall, for example in "De" group
are identical with those who leave school at & very early
age and who also go to makg up the class who are potentially.
low wage emrners. What obtains with the "D-" group would
also follow with the other groups. But what of all this in
relation to dependency.

We have previously quoied the contention of Davis
that abbreviated school 1life, inadecquste education and blind-
alley Jobe are responsible for much dependency. From our
data here presented, we maintain that such is not the case.
Those who leave school, leave because of inability or in-
capacity to progress in school. Those who receive inadequate
education do so probably because of like reasons, namely,
limited ability to achieve. And those who fall into unremu=-
nerative blind-alley jobs are simply manifesting the inevi-
table tendency of those who are incapacitated. They find
their level in such jobs, those Jobs that suit their limi-
tations.

Look at the matter in whatever perspective orne may,
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the fadtor of education cannot be blamed strongly as a faotor

in dependency. It reduces itself in last anaslysis to inherent

incapacity.
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CHAPTER III

TENTATIVE THEORY OF DEPENDENCY.

That the problem of éependency is one which seems
inevitably and fundamentally related to the question of
humen ocppacity, hereditary inferiority, deficisncy of one
kind and another, we have tfied to show in our general dis-
cussion of the problem. No matter what factors have been
postulated as the ocauses of dependency, socisl, economio,
olimatic, educationa} or others, we have been fsrced to
& serious consideration of the hypothesis that dependency
is a phenomenon having ites rise in a characteristic type
of individual of wesk native impetus who, either natur-
ally or by reason of precipitating influences revealing
this weakness, suécumba to the inevitable and becomes &
social problem known s&s dependency. |

Recently a factor known as human efficiency hes
been discussed freely. No one has attempted to define
this term, and it is hiéhly probable that any definitioné
of the term would differ as widely as the nature of the
fields attempting the definition. It is not the purpose
of this study to attémpt any such definition except in
a very genergl ma:uner. Empirically the lay mind under-
gtands the term, and knows that degrees of human efficien-

ey differ in differemt individuals. It is very clear to
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the ordinary observer that the individual who digs ditches
as a means of livelihood is less efficient than the indivi-
duel who is an insurance salesman, and so on with whatever
other comparisons might be drawn. In other words, as judged
by objective oriteria one is maniféating the use of far
less capacity than the othér. The ditch-digger is follow-
ing that type of work because he has not the capacity for
anything else, and 80 with the insurance salesman.

The contention might be advanced that the ditch-
digger is,‘if he works to his full capacity, as efficient
a8 the insurance-salesman, if he in turn uses all of his

capacity. Such & contention would be true, but the point

is that the former would be efficient at s lower socisl
level. It is unnecessary in this study to discuss the
facts of heredity as they relete to degree or amount of
capacity. Researches conducted in the past twenty-five
years have established this fact so well that inheritance
of capacity, ability, endowment or what-not is a truth
which has become almost axiomatiec.

If it wers not that some of our terms are fairly
obvious there might be some cause for confusion. We spesak
of human efficiency, innate ability, native endowment and
many others of this category almost in the same breath
and use them synonomously or at least with the implication

that they are synonymous., In truth as far as the standpoint
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of the present study is concerned, there is no occasion for
argument on this point.

In order to make lucid our position in the event
that contentions might arise with reference to terminology
in the present study, we have adopted the thesis of Goddard
(1) with referencevto human efficiency. He says, "the
6h£af determiner of human oondust is a unitary menfal Pro=-
cess which we o0all intelligence:-----~thig process is con=-
ditioned by a nervdﬁa mschanism'that is inborn:----~the
degree of affioienc& to be attained by that mechanism and
the consequent grade of intelligenoce or mental level of
each individual is determined by the;kind of chromosomes
that come together with the union of the germ cellsi:-ew-
it is but little affeoted by any later influence except
such serious accidents as may destroy part of the mechanism."”
Henoce, in brief then, human efficiency represents the
objective method by which the degree of individual capacity
ie judged; again it might be defined as the bshavior evil
dences, whether social, economic, or educational, that
give indications as to the degree of innate capacity which
the individuel has inherited. Referring again to the case
of the ditch-digger, it is evident then that he has less
capacity and hence, manifests a lesser degree of human
efficiency than the insurance salesman in whom the beshavior

indications are of a higher order.



- 46 -

To clarify another point that might be mooted,
the term genersl intelligence must be elucidated. Our pre-
vious quotation from Goddard makes this point partly clear.
Hbﬁever, as connected with human efficiency something must
be stated. We have previously suggested by concrete exam-
rles how differentiations in innate capacity may be seen
or how as seen objectively mesasured, degrees of human effi-
ciency are manifest. When we speak of general intelligence,
the same facts are postulated in this connection as are
stated in Goddard's thesis. Further, general intelligence
is a measurable entity that can be ascertalned as to degree
by certain standardized methods known as tests. By these
objective methods the innate capacity of the individual
is established, As differing from the examples of our
previous concrete 1llustrations of differing capacity,
ghe methods of testing represent a more refined procedure
for finding how much capacity for human efficiency the
individual possesses, In other words, the measure of this
factor known as general intelligence; if once established
in the. individwal makes it possible to prognose how effi-
clent he will be in humsn asctivities, soclsl, economie,
and educational; in short, what will be his degree of

human efficiency.
We come then to our tenet that humsn efficiency

o

hes an inevitable connection with general intelligence.

While the thinking public haes known this for some time, it
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hag taken the advent and application of scientific technique
to the problems of human afficiency to make the correlation
of‘if with general intelligence unequivocal. The publica-
tion and popularization of the results of the Army Mental
Tests has done much to show the validity of this relation-
ship. Moreover, the uniformity of agreement between the
test resulte and actual experience with the officers and
recruits was so great that there has been 1little doubt

left even in the mind of the laity as to the high degree

of correlation hetyaan mental status and the efficiency with
which one orders his life,

Nor has the tendenoy to comnect intelligence in
some way with humen efficiéncy been limited alone to the
impe tus givan by the findings of the Army Tests. For a
conslideradble period, befors even the work of Binet, certain
"mental tests™ which had had their genesis in the experi-
mental psychoiegioal laboratories were being used in the
study of mental deficiency and other social phenomena. These
tests were mostly psycho-physicsl, or épplied to specifioc
 sense fields, as, vision,taste, smell, memory, association,
motor ability, and so on. Such is the nature of the work
of Jounson (2), Wylie (3), Kelley (4,5,6,) Norsworthy(7)

and others.

However, for any history of the interest and ap-
plication of intelligence testing methods to human problems,

one must go to the source of the movement, Bimet, and his
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experience with the retarded school children of France. In
other words, the interest in intelligence testing or mental
testing, as it is commonly understood by the public mind,
and the accompanying application of these methods to varied
types of human problems, dates from Binet's work.

0f almost equal importance is the subsequent in-
troduction of the Binet system into America by Goddard,
and his research findings 1n~the application of the testé
'to the feeble-minded. Following this, one sees the whole
movement gaining momentum so that not only is the interest
in intelligence direoted alone to the palpably mentally
deficient, but the insane, epileptic, oriminal and delin-
quent all in time are made the subjeots of intelligence
investigation. From the various movements which deal with
intelligence as a general factor in human efficiency, the
impetus has become nore specialized in several directions.
Employment psychology has found it possible to incorporate
into its teohniqﬁe the methods of testing, both for ascer-
taining the qualifications of the applicant for a given
job or position, and for grading the efficiency of the in-
dividuals who are already employed in certain jobs or posi-
tions. |

Further, educational psychologists have fonnd
testing germane to their needs in measuring classroom achieve-
ment in certain of the school subjeots. Lastly, but by no
means aet, is the aid which school and clinical psychologists



find in the use, not only of general intelligence tests, but
of the more specialized tests, as those for vocational guid;
ande, emotions, and other special factors. Especially is
this true, since the possibility of testing by the group
method has come into vogue, a faoct which makes it possible
for the school psychologist to examine and classify an
ordinary sohool system in a fortnight. Then, further,

both the school and clinical psychologist ars enéblaato

make use of the sﬁecialized forms of tests. While in many
ways, the interests of both are common, yet in others their
interests are divergent. However, one point must be empha-
sized. Both are interested in human efficiency and the role
that intelligence, whether general or specific, plays in
their individusl problems and cases. No matter whether the
problem being investigated is one of retardation, truancy,
delinquency, crime, .or ﬁsychoPathic states, the school or
clinical psychologist avails himself of every method, both
speoial and general, for the investigation and soiution

of that problem, which is, in the last analysis, oms of

h uman effioigncy.

Prom the foregoing, several facts are at once
evident in the work done thus far intthe relation of human
efficiency and intelligence. Pirst, practioally all atﬁdies
in human efficiency have begun with an 1n§estigation of

- these who ars from the standpoint of the group of low degree
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of human efficiency or perhaps better stated inefficient.
This contention seems to follow the contention of som@psy-
chologists that the best way to understand the normal meke-
up 18 to study the abnormal. Second, the pendulum of inter-
est has ewung from the relation of intelligence as a general
factor in human efficiency to the more specific forms of
phenomena, both of low and high degrse of human efficienoy,
This has made it necessary to evolve special methods of
investigation which the general ixelligence examination
does not cover. One need only consult the literature on

the varied investigations, that have been made on superior
ohildren, specific disabilities, causes of delinguency and
8o forth, to verify this point.

Perhaps there is no field where the investigation
of humsn effieiency by psychological methods would be so
fruitful of worth-while resulté a8 in the social phenomenon
commonly known as dependengy. It may be said on this point
that investigations by such methods as mentioned is de-
cidedly meager. OSome of these will ve éited later.

Up to the present point in this chapter we have
been principally oconcerned with msking clear certain dis-

- orepancies, or confusions that might arise from our inter-
mittent use of such terms as general intelligence, human
efficiency, innate capacity, and many others. We have

endeavored in a general way to oite instances whsrein the



human effiocienocy of the individual has been a matter of
interest to 1nvéstigatora, especially psychologists, using
the methods of psychology with reference to thoss who were
obviously low in the scale of efficienocy, thus proving at
leaat/the effioacy of the method. Reference has been made
to specialized methods used in various fields as these
methode apply to special problems. The findings of the
Army tests have been mentioned and the ocorrselation which
thasq researches show between humsn efficiency of any
degree and the innate ocapacity or general intelligence of
the individual. |

INTELLIGENCE STATUS VS, HUMAN EFFICIENCY.

The proof of our hypotheeié that the degree of
human efficiency which the individual cen chow, is possible
of prediction from a measurement of hié Intelligence status,
rests of course on the experimental data that can be cited
on this point, and the actual correlation that exists be-
tween human efficiency status and general intelligence status.

Previous mention has been made of intelligence
as 1t is related to germinal qualities. If when human effi-
clenoy is related to general intelligence, it is also related
to germinal qualities. Partly from obeervation and empiri-
cism, but more recently from scientific data, the negro has

been regarded as inferior to the white race. The negro has
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never, with few possible exceptions, produced from his raoce
men or women who rated high in human effioiency.A Hence, the
oconclusion is that the germinal qualities of the negro-are
inferior to the white, that he can not tranamit from parext
to offepring the capacities for developing a high order of
intelligence and conseqﬁently 8 high degree of human effi;
cienoy, On this point, it is a well-known fact, for example,
that in the distribution of intelligence in the Army that
the modal point of the normsl ocurve of distribution for the
negro reoruits was in the "D" group, giving a mentality

of 10 and 11 years, while fhé modal point of the same typ§~
of curve for white recruits wae in the "C" group or a men-
tality of 13 to 14 years. Pressey and Teter (8) in afstudy
of 187 colored and 2800 white children of the séme ages

and drawn from the schools of the same area conclude, "The
oolored children of a given age average at about the aéo

of white childrem ( in the sams oity) two years younger.”
An analysis of the tests shows also that the colored ohiid-
ren average below white children of the same age on all of
the tests.

Several studies are available which suggest that,
when two races of different intellectual eapaﬁity are crosased,
the offspring are intermediate. They approximate to the
superior race according to the prbportion of their blood de-
rived from it. Woodworth (9) summarizes the findings of
three observers, all of whom, applying intelligence tests to
white and colored ohildren, found the intellectual ocapacity
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of the colored to be inferior to that of the whites. One of
- the observers divided the colored children into four groups,
, according to the depth of coloration, and acoepting shade

of codor as an indication of the proportion of white blood,
ooncludSﬁ that in the more intellectumal tests, success in-
oresased with the proportion of white blood. In further
substantiation of this point, findings are available on two
studies of Indians and crossdbreeds of white and Indian blood.
These studies were made gquite independently of each other
and by different methods in different places. The Indians
studied were all literstes, pupils in indian schools and
colleges. The results of the two investigations agree.
Garth (10) concludes that the Indians of mixed blood are
superior in intellectual capacity to the full-blooded
Indians by one ful} year. Hunter and Sommermier (1l) ocom-
pared white children with Indians of full blood, and with
those of one-quarter, one-half; and three-quarters of white
blood; they show that there is a large difference in intel-
leotusl capacity between the white and the Indian, and that
the oross-breed approximate to tbe vhite level in proportion
to their share of white blood. After considering all possi-
bilities, they cautiously concluds that the diffqrenoe is

probably due to raoce.

What conclusions are to be drawn from these data?
It seems fairly conclusive that where races are inferior

that this inferiority persists from parent to offsspring
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and from generation to generation. The potentialities for
developing a degree of human efficiency beyond a certain point
remain fairly constant where the racial strain is unaffected
by oross-breeding with another race. Further, when a given
race is orossed with a superior race the tendency of the
hybrid group is to superiority in 1ntelligencekstatus or
inherited capacity over the race wherein the pure strain of
inferiority exists, and depending on the propoftion of the
superior stock in the hybrid group, the hybrids tend to
approximaté the capacity-status of the superior strain.
Pinally, it seems fairly conclusive that the potentialities
for human efficiency are vested in the germinal qualities. |
One fact must be remsmbered in conneection with racial intel-
ligence; it is probably that if data were available on each
separate race, that the variation in capacity ﬁould approxi-
mate the normal curve of distrivution, and, therefore, there
would be varying degrees of capacity even within the race.
Is it possible to draw any conclusions from. these
data as they relate to the problem of dependency? While
it is reasoning by analogy to transfer the 1nte;pretation
of our foregoing data into another field, we believe the
similarity of the faots in both cases permit such a procedurs.
We haye seen that a marked continuity exists in the inheri-
tance of capacity and subsequent human efficiéncy. If we
view the dependent as an individual in whom the original,

inherited impetus to adapt,'to progress, to be independent,
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48 wesk; in whom, beaause of inferior potentialities, there
is not the possibility of showing a high degres of humasn
efficiency, we have a different case in point, but a simi-
lar case in kind to those we have previously shown with
relation to race. Of course, the argument that social and
economic causes are potent in the problem of dependency must
not be negated. However, in the discussion in our previous
chapter we have, where such existed, tried to show the
fallacy of assigning such faoctors as first causes, always
meintaining as a possibility that the primordial cause
must be traced to something more fundamentsl in the indi-
vidual himself, namely, a natural weakness, innate, inborm
and hereditary which makes him, regardless of whatever
other camse may be assigned, potentially a dependent.

Where social caumes existed seemingly as,chief factors

in dependency, these have only acted as agents in bringing
out the weaknesses of individuals, meking them dependent.
In this sense the process is a selective one. The weak
succumb the strong survive.

Aside from the previous generalizations on the
question of dependency, we come now to facts of greater
specificity as they bear on the question. It is obvious
that all things conslidered the individual whose salary ie
$5000 per year is showing a higher degree of humsn efficien-
cy than one whose salary is but $2000. To extend this

point somewhat, the former is giving economic evidgnce of
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being the end-product of & strain whose germinal quslities
were superior to the latter. This illustration might be
carried farther, but it covers the point in hand. If our
illustration is true, then ome would expect f£o find a

close correlation between other criteria designative of

low or high degree of human efficlency and innate capacity
or general intelligence. Probably the ohief point of inter-
est would be to know what relationship exists between
social status and general intelligence. And this at thise
point seems especially apropos, since the study of depend-
ency involves also the question of social status.

Deoroly and Degand (12) tested 45 children of
both sexes in a private school in Brussels. They found
that none of the children were below age, nine were at
age and the remainder from one to three ysars above the
level for their age. Binet and Simon (13) studied the re-
sults of these writers carefully and oconocluded that the
discrepancy in the results between French and Belgian v
chil@ren was due to the faoct that the Belglian children
came fiom a private school in Bruseele sand represented
those from well-to-do homes and largely the professional
clase while Paris children were from a rather poor section
of that city. Confirming Decroly's and Degand's work
Morel (14) tested a school in a poor section of Paris and
compared the results with a school situated in a wealthy

section. The study was on a small scale, only 30 childremn



being teken at random from each school. The following table
gives the result of this work:

Retarded Advanoced

g yr. 1 yr.|At Age]l 3 yr 2 yr,
Unfavored Schoo] 1 11 13 | 4 1
Favored School 1 .3 10 10 6

@hus, 16 out of 30 tested were advanced in the favored school
while only 5 were advanced in the unfavored school, The
children from the poorer section were on the average about
one-fourth year behind the level of their age, while those
of the favored school were from one-fourth to one-half

year advanced, or a difference of about three-fourths of

a year between the two sooial classes.

In 1910 the teachers of Breslau schools in Germany
made s comparative study of different social classes. De-
mend for a common school for all classes had arisen to
replace the Vorschule and the Volkschule. The Volkschule
is the elementary public school attended by the childrén
of the laboring and lower business classes, while the
Vorschule is attended by children of the higher soclial classes.
In Prussia the children could enter the Gymnasium, which
has & 9-year ourriculum preparing for the university after

3 years of prepsration in the Vorschule, but only after 4
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years in the Volkschule. The purpose of this investigation
was to find whether the mental maturity of the child, ae
well as the currioculum, justified this. Hoffman (15)

has reported this study. A total of 156 boye were tested
from the two schools, Bobartaé's modifiocation of the Binet-
Simon scale being used. Boys tested were 7 and 9 years of
age from the Vorsshule. It wae féund that 9 year Volksochule
pupils soored 10 per cent lower than pupils of the same

age in the Vorschule, while the 10 year Volkschule boys
attained only the average of the 9-year pupils from the bat-
ter school. The difference in average is duws to the faot
that the Vorschulen pupils did nearly twice as well as tpe
Volkschule pupils of the same age in tests above their age.
Tests at age le#el were passed about equally well by both
schools. ’

Strong (16) condusted a comparative study of white
and colored children but in order to make a fair comparison
white children in both the city and milil district wer;
tested., Results show that noibe of the children of the mill
distriot were above their age level, while 10 §er cent of
the c¢ity children scored above their years. Approximately
the same per cent in each district were at level of their
age, 84 per cent in city schools, and 81% in mill distriot
sochools. ‘

Weintreb and Weintrob (17) report a study of
children from three d4ifferent environments. About 70 child-



- 58 -

ren of both Bexes in each group were tested. Group A consisted
of children from a school attended by the wealthy class, and
who had had travel and other advantages above the average. Grdup
B consisted of children whose fathers were wage carners and
small business men. Group C was composed of chiltdren from

a Hebrew Orphan Asylum with no real home environment. Child-
ren were tested and compared as to the number who tested at,
above or below the norm for their age. The A group was found
to rénk highest, C group next, and B group last. The inves-
tigators state, "Judging from the results, environment doces
not seem to affeot greatly mental capacity, if at all."” In-
stead of schools ranking A,B and C as might have been ox-
pected, the C group or Jewlish Orphsnage ranked a 6loaa’seoond
to the wealthy school. Questions of race entersd largely
into the study as the children of the Asylum were ali Jewish,
while those of A group were predominantly American, with a
fow Germans, Jews and ltalians, and B group was compo sed
largely of Germans, Italians and some American children. It
is very evident, as the invesfigatorg say, that 1h order

to judge family differences in environmental influences among
groups, the conditions within each grouwp muét be uniform, and

thé same races must be Jjudged.

Yorkes and Anderzon (18) report a study of children
of differing social status. Two schools were compared; 54
children from kindergarten and first grade in School A were

compared with children of the same sex and approximately the
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same age from School B,

| Sohool A is located in a good neighborhood and the
aoeiological status of almost all the puplls is very good.
School B is located in a medium to poor section of the city,
and the majority of its pupils live in a rather poor envir-
onment. The average number of points scored in the two schools

is indicated in the following table:

4 yra. b yrs. 6 yre. | 7 yrs. 8 yrg

School 4 16 27 42 49 56
|School B 17 32 29 36 41

The favored school averages much higher except in the 4-year
group. The very young children of the unfavored group seem
to have the advantage here, probably beoause they are less
timid. The results show that there is a difference of from
20 to 30 per oent in mentsl ability which may be associated
with differenoeé in sociological status. The authors point
out that in view of a difference so0 marked between children
of different social levels, it is unfair to judgo'them by
the same norm and that further investigating should be done
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with view to establishing norms for different social levels.
Bridges and Ooler {19) report a rather important
study similar to that of Yerkes and Anderson. The study was
made on 301 children from two schools in very different
localities., BSchool A, the favored one, is in a good resi-
dence district near a university. There are good lawns and
play-grounds. The school building is modern and has inside
toilet faoilities, All the children wers of English-speaking
parents, whose occupations were mostly of business or pro-
fessionsl nature. School B is in poor locality, a factory
district situated near a railroad. Houses average 4 or B
rooms, and. are oftem in a bad state of repair. This district
was formerly in a flood. Houses rent for $8 to $10 per month.
| Yards aré muddy and ill-kept. 8chool is old and ill-kept,
does not have inside toilet facilities. FHFathers of these
childéren receive low and irregular wages. About one-half belong
to unskilled labor class; romainder are in the more skilled
trades or are teamsters or delivery men. Mothers often work
at factory: ox lasundry work in order to supplement the
family income. All children of first and second gredes were
examined. The inveetigators found that the favored school
was from 21 to 32;per cent supefior to the unfavored school,
varying with chronologieél age. The results of this inves-
tigation agreed in a striking way with that of Yerkes and
Anderson. The investigators compare the children of the oc-
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cupational groups in various ways. The general resultis are

seen in the following table:

Qcocupatien No. Av.Ohron.AgJ‘Av.Mbntal Age| C.M.A.
Professional 32 7 yre.3 mo. 9 yrs.8 mo.| 1.48
Traveling Salesmen| 39 7 yre.6 mo | 9 yre.2 mo.|] 1.26
Proprietors, etec. 34 7 yre.l0 moL 9 yrs.l mo. 1.21
Bkilled 63 8 yrs. O mo} 7 yrs.l0 mo} 1.12
|Unskilled 60 8 yre. O mo} 7 yrs. 1 mof .83

Thue, it will be seen by the above table that the children of
parents who have "favored" occupations rate higher in intdlli-
gence than the prdgeny of parents who have "unfavored" occou-
rations. This seems to lend support to the theory thét the
elements which go to make for any given intelligence. status
are transmissible from.parent to offspring. Bnother striking
point in these findings is that of the increase of mental
status as eh:onological age decresases. That is, there is

a gradual increase of chronological age from the children

of the most favored group to thoss of the least favored,

and follqwing with this, a gradual decrease in mentél age
from the highest in the children of the most favored group
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to the lowest in the lsast favored group. The correlation between
intelligence and ability to show a certain leve} of human ef-
ficiensy cannot be doubted according to the results of this
investigation. |

“Arlitt (20) found results which agree substantially
with thoss of other investigators. 191. children of American-
born white parents were examined. They were divided into
five groups according to the ocoupation of the pareﬁts. Two
groups (semi-skilled and unskilled labor) were amaslgamated.
The median (.Q.) of the four groups were, (1) professional
126 (2) semi-professional and higher business 118,(3) skilled
labor 107, (4) semi-skilled and unskilled labor 92. Pressey
and Ralston (21) report results on children classified
aocording to the ocoupation of father as follows: 85 per
cent of the children of professional men score above me dian
for‘total group; 68 per cent of the children of executives;

41 per cent of the children of artisans; and 39 per cent
of the children of laborers. .

Pressey (22) found the same gradations in the mental
status of children classified according to the occupation of
thetparonta a8 in the previously mentioned study of Fressey
and Ralston. She oontends that dii@erencea in intelligenoa
are differences in native endowmant; and not the result of
culture ar.environment, and that there is some general faotor
( presumably some general mental endowment) independsnt of

the particular tests used, with respeet to which groups d4iffer.
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Kornhauger (23) reports a slightly different form of
investigation. He mada a comparative study of the financial
standing of parents as indicated by the possdssion of tele-
phones{ a significant index of eeonbmic gtatus) and the intel-
ligence of their ochildren. One thousand sochool children
chosen at random were distributed in theee divisions: (a)
Retarded-~those whose actual grade in school was one year or
more under the normal grade, assuming regular promotion of
one whole grade sach ysar from the aga‘of slx years on:

(b) Normal--those who were at grade; (c) Advanced--tho se
whose aotual grade was one year or more above the normsal.The
distribution was as follows: retarded 29 per cent; normal
52.5 per cent; advanced 18.5 per cent. The families of the
same thousand children were subscribers to telephone service
in the following proportions; families of retarde: children,
56 telephones or 19.3 per cent (of the total telephonss);
Normal, 168 or 32‘per cent; advanced, 92 or 49.7 per eent.
By the simple association Formula of Yule, the positive
coefficient of correlation between the intelligence of school
children and the possession of telephones by their families
was fowmd to be .61, |

Paterson (24) made a survey of the school population
of a Kansas town of 2600 inhabitants. The town is a railroad
center and is divided into an east and a west side by the
railroad, East of the tracks are the homes of the labvoring

class, mostly railway trainmen and shop mechanics. West of



the tracke live the business and professional classes. The
results for the east side school and for the west-side school
were calculated and presented separately. Using the percentile
method, the median indices for the six grades of the east

side school ranged from 32 to 62.5 with the medien index for
all the children at 45, while those for the corresponding
grades in the west side school ranged from 49 to 70, and the
median for all the ochildren was 59. While the grades were
distributed into five classes of ability (dull, backward,
normsl, bright, very bright), the distribution among the ochild-
ren of the laboring class was mafkedly skewed toward the left
(lowser grades of mentality) while the curve of the children

of business and professional classes was skewed to the right,
The writer maintains that the findings are measures of native
endowment, relatively uninfluenced by social or economic
forces. He contends that the inferior, mental ability of child-
ren found in poor social surroundings is not due to the éocial
factors involved, but to the mental inferiority of the parent
stocks. Pressey and Thomas (25) found that in a comparison

of children of parents froma good farming distriot and a poor
farﬁing district that the former average higher in intelli=-
gence status. Using the norm of city children as a constant
point of comparison, 20 per cent of the children from the

poor digtrict rate above the median of the eity cehildren as
ocompared with 36 per cent in the good distriet; 6 per cent

in poorer district seore above the 75 pereentile for eity
‘ohildren a8 compared with 11 per cent in the better dis-
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trict; 48 per cent in the poorer district rate below the 2b
rercentile for the oity children as compared with 28 per
cent in the better district. Johnson (41) maintains that
in such matters as reguiarity of employment, promotion, and
search for employees, selective factors are at work. <The
individual gravitates to the place in life that is suited
to his inherited traits. His contention would seem to be
true if one considers the findings of Poops (42). He con-
ocludes that the percentage of feeble-minded and borderline
case8 in one employment bureau 1is about 58.5 and that only
12.8 are normal. There seems to be a distinet relationship
between the mentality and the industrial clase to which a
msn belongs, the "unemployed" class ranking highest followed
In order by the "easuals", the "odd job"™ men and the "unem-
ployables". No men of normal mentalitymwere found in the
"unemployable" class.
| Although representing slightly different lines of
attack, the opinion of Johneon and the investigation of
Toops show in a singular fashion how those factors in the
individual that meke him unable to compete on equal terms
with his fellows, are in evidence economically and socially.
There are several facts clear from the foregoing
data., First, almost all of the studles that have been
cited are in agreement on the correlation hetween the

social or economic status of the individual, no matter
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what oriteria are used to designate this status, and ths
inngte endowment of these individuals. Or where objective
evidences, social or economic, show the individual or
group to be of superior status, there is an accompanying
superiority of native endowment as measured by objective
methods. And there are noticeable gradations from the
highest to the lowest status. Second, though not directly
exprossed, it is to be infericd that in whatever stratifi-
cation the individual or group chances to fall that such

& placement is based on the germinal faoetors involved.
Third, whether or not the ability to become a skilled
laborer or a professional‘man is the result of transmiseion
by the Mendelian unit from parent to offspring is beside
the point. The studies have in each case demonstrated

the continuity of some factor from parent to child, that
is the chief determiner of what the child will become.

0f course, because the term "Teamster™ is designative of
the economic or social status of the parent, it does not
follow of necessity that the child will become & teamster,
but the c¢hild in his capacity is the result of the role
that inheritance plays’in the individual, and by reason

of a capacity not large enough to become. anything better
he will gravitate to the general occupational grouping
into which teamsters fall. Fourth, like Weintrob and

‘Weintrob the investigators are in gensral agreement that
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environment does not play & very great role in meking the
results favorable or unfavorable for the group studied.
Finally, the numerous researches have taken different
oriteria (social and economic) to indicate the degree of
human efficiency of the group. Assuming the transmission
of parental qualitiés to the offspring, the children have
been examined. In each case, gradations in the innate
capacities, as measured by school retardation and tests,
have been noticed which bear relatively a one-to-one re-
lationship to the status of human efficiency shownr by the
parents, Our original thesis seems to be upheld by the
facts of these investigations, that the degree of human
efficiency is inevitably related to the degree of general
intelligence, and general intelligence or the capacity

to develop intelligence is based on inborn transmitted

traits.

DEPENDENCY AND HUMAN EFFICIENCY.

From these data there are several considerations
important in a general theory of dependency. At first
sight, 1t seems almost possible to isolate a certain por-
tion of the normal ourve of distritvution, as Miner(26) has
done in the case of esti.ating the per cent of mental de-
ficienoy in the population and call that portion of the

curve the per cent of potential dependents in the population.
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That the dependent is an individual weak in original
endowment is a point whioh needs no argument, if our fore-
going data are oconsidere . Of course, there are all sorts
of dependents from the vegetative idiot and others of the
illn who need permanent ocustodial care; to those who have
mative independence, but are under the direotive influence
of some agenoy. These faots do not, however, vitiate our
results, In any case the type of dependsency is only a
matfor of degrese of human efficieney, the vegetative idiot
showing zero affieienoy and the others increasing increment
by inorement until the higher types of dependents are mani-
fest, the kind of dependency and the degree of dependenoy
decreasing at all times as the innate encowment and con=-
sequent human efficiency inoreases. ‘

That selective factors are at work in a ratherx
ocomplex oivilization needs no argument. It may be assamed
a8 a safe hypothesis that those who atsain the maximum of
success, or4attain the highest point of human efficiency
do so by reason of superior innate ability, while those
- who gravitate to the other extreme 4o so becsuse of inabile
ity to ocope with the complexities of a better social or
economio status. The capacity for a high degree of human
efficiency in inferiors is poor, and necessarily the
poorer this factor the more dependent this group becomes.

We are not presuaing to draw an absolute cleavage line
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between those who are and thoss who are not dependent.
It is doubtful if this will ever be possible, but we do
maintain that the fundamental consideration for the study
of the problem of dependency is one of human efficiency,
and that scientific ameliorative work can not be done aside
from the consideration of this point.

In these days one hears a variety of excuses as
they relate to the individual. "Never had a chance", "Did
not get an education™, "Did not have a pull", "Liveé in
a poor environment", are some of the uore orthodox ex-
pressions used as éxcusing a low degree of human efficiency.
Granting that these may be factors in individual end excep-
tional ocases, our theory is not in?alidated by such con-
tentions. No matter by what oriteria the status of human
efficiency is judged, investigations show an astounding
agreement between these oriteria and what the individual
is inherently. Those who live on poof farm land do so be-
‘cause of efficiency too low to attain something better;
ancindividual is a skilled laborer and not & professional
man because his ability to be efficient places him in the
skilled labor class, and so on ad infinitum. Further, the
faote of heredity are carried out because the capacity for
a certain degree of efficiency is continued in the children
of school age, the children of those who are highest in

efficiency, socially, and economically, being highest in
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intelligence, and so on down the scale to the lowest. As
previously stated, it is difficult to draw a line of cleav-
age between those who are, and thoss who are not dependent.
Even so, if our other facts are trus, no matter what the
contributing saoial factors are to dependency, it seems
plausible to reason that those who are dependent represent
a ¢lass who succumb to inevitable dependency either natur-
ally or by some precipitating cause (perhaps a social sit-
uation) too comﬁlex for a simple type of inherent make-up.
Wo have previously mentioned responsibility and its relation
to intelligence status. It might be argued that children
are dependent because of death, divoree, desertion, or
other social reasons. This at first seems true, but what
of many who never become depsndent, and yet who are suffer-
erse from the same soocisl phenomena as the dependent ones?
It comes back to our original statement of resgponsibility
end irresponsibility. Those who represent the lower end

of the intelligence curve do not have the capacity for a
high degree of responsibility. If social causes are
prevalent which bresk the home or scatter the members of a
family the children are shunted off to be cared for by
society. What i5 the cause? Sherlock (27) concludes

that defectiveness of feelings is more or less proportion-
ate to the degree of feeble-mindedness. Even in the elem-
entary processes involved in feelingy and especially fhoss

involved in responsibility for others, the question of human
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efficienoy enters. Hence, the parents and those related to
the children do not feel the responsibility for the care of
the children, and they become part of the dependent group.
Purther, especially in the cases where children are left
without care because of death, it is doudbtful if the economic
status of relatives would permit the taking of an added
burden of homeless children. That is, the element of infer-
jority which contributes to the human efficiency of the |
parents of the child is also persiatent in relatives of the
ohild., The relatives, because of a low degree of human

efficiency, are unable to sssume the extra burden of others.

SPECIPIC STUDIRS SHOWING INFERIORITY OF DEPENDENTS.

Several important studies have been made on the
intelligence status of dependents. These studies all relate
to dependency in the strictest sense, that is, inocluding
those who are helped or supported by charitable agencies,
and exolﬁdoa the blind, deaf and delinquents, Most studies
have been made on dependent children. Only a few studies
are availabls on dependent #dults. On the following page
we reproduce a table from Pintner (28) summarizing the

results of the major investigations made on dependent ohildren.
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Author Bxaminedal P.M. | Back-| Normsl| Avove |Imstitution
ward Normel
S8tenquist and
Othera (29) 256 18.56 | 62.0 19.0 0.5 County Homes.
Pintner (30) 106 8.7 | 46.2 34.9 | 13.2 A Oounty Home
Hall (31) 2142 6.7 26 Child-
Caring Insti-
tutions.
Williams (32) 150 6.0 32,6 49.56 | 12.0 4 Homes for
Ohildren
Carlisle (35} 141 3.8 Orphan Asylum
Qarlimle (38 117 9.4 House of Good
S8hepherd
Terman and Wag-

Nex( 34) 68 6.0 | 29 53.0 | 12 Orphan Asylum
Haines (35) 270 7.0 | Orphanages.
Mateer (36) 1608 33.7 | 8.9 13.8 | 0.6 34 County Ohild

ren'a Homes.

Pintner ( 30) 82 19.6 | 39.0 36.6 " Belected Clin-
: ‘ ic Group

Bridgmen (37) 133 26.0 | 40.0 34.0 Selected Clin-
ic Group

Thetfollowing brief summary of work on adult dependents,

after Pintner,

is also enlightening.

Orane( 38) 3334 cases in 79 county infirmaries interviewed

and 21 per cent estimated feeble-minded.

Brigger(44) 25 repeaters at Associated Charities tested

and 24 per cent diagnosod ag feeble-minded,

 Haines(35) 385 inmates of county poor farms examined and

36.6 per cent diagnosed as feeble-minded.
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| In the study made by Mateer on dependent children,
there are in addition 46.8 per cent of cases diagnosed as
potentially feeble-minded, or else "deferred diagnosis". In
the oase of Pintner's study of the selected clinioc groﬁp
4,9 per cent were diagnosed as doubtfui. These reporte vary |
greatly in their percentages, probably dug to factors of
Relection, different methods of diagnosis, and other condi-
tions. However, granting that in all phases the reports are
not reliable, these data are at least significant sd far as
the present study is concerned. They show definitely the
type of ohild with which organizations have to deal in cases
of dependency. If we should negate altogether the terms
used in the tabdle, viz., feeble-minded and backward, and
use simply the term inferiority to denote those who are in
some measure below the normal classification, we find that
approximately 76.5 of the cases, in the seven studies in
which data are availaﬁla on both feeble~-mindedness and back-
wardness, show definite inferiority. This includes alsd the
cases of Mateer and of Pintner which have been mentioned
previously as not fitting into the diagnostic categories of
the table. Even in these instances the different diagnostioc
categories do not invalidate our per cent of those whd are
inferior, because at least they are not normal cases. The
46.8 per cent reported by Mateer as cases of potentisl feeble-
mindedness and deferred diagnosis evidently show some facfors



that place them without the group of normsals. And what is
true of Mateer's study is also true of Pintner's, that is, his
doubtful oases represent a group that can not be called normal.
Pintner criticizes Mateer's percentage of feeble-mindedness
among Gepsndents as being too much at varianee with other
investigations. Thié msy be true, but for our purposes this
fact does not invalidate our contentions. Whether feeblep
mindedness or backwardness is used as the category mskes no
difference. The cases at least represent inferiority.
| 1f we make computations from the table, using ohly

the seven studies in which diagnosis are made of fesble-
mindedneeé and backwardness, and neglecting the cétegoriea
of Mateer and of Pintner which do not fit into the tabdle,
woe find thet 45.5 per cent of the seven investigations show
definite inferiority. Obviously this can not be correct,
inasmuch as in the cases of Mateer and Pintnﬁr we 4o not
know what number of cases were potentially feeble-minded
aﬁd on what number the diagnos&s were deferred, and for
what reason. A4lso, in the cases of doubt as to diagnosis,
we do not know the factors for the doubt. It may have been
doudbt a8 to backwardness or feeble-mindedness, or normal
and backwardness, of they may have been psychopaths or
what not.

- Notwithstanding these discrepancies the percent-

ages are rather significant of the type of case which
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generally comes to be dependent, and if data were available
on all eleven studies made, showing degree of inferiority,
etc., we might come to some conclusions with regard to the
relative degree of inferiority among dependents.

With reference to the work done on sdult depend-
ents only statements with reference to feeble-mindedness
are available, no reference being made to‘those who are
backward. On this point, however, one might speculate that
if, as these investigations show, there is an average of
about 287.8 per cent of feeble-mindedness among adult depen-
dents, there would be at least 50 per cent who were inferior.
It might also be mentioned in this conneotion that it is
probably these very types of adults meny of whom are not
in custoy, that are responsible for the offfspring that
become dependent.

From these data then we conclude, as before, that
the relationship befween inferiority and dependency is very
close, the coﬁmon factor of deficiency rumning through thse
group. These data are inadequate, but in general our hypo-
thesis is substantiated, that dependency is a problem that
is olosely allied to the general fundamental factor of
inheiitad predispositions in the form of inborn original
weakne sses.

Using a slightly different technique than meptal ‘

tests to ascertain the relationship between dependency and
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8chool retardation Beard (39) found that, in the Minneapolis
sochools, out of each iOO pupils in the normal group (those
who were in the right grade for their age) 18 will be re-
tarded, while out of each 100 children of dependsnt families,
approximately 31 will be retarded. 3She concludes that
dependency has some vital connection with school retardation.

Barnes (40) on observatioms of homeless men in
New York City estimates that 50 to 60 per cent of these types
who never retain jobs, return again and again to charity
organizations for aid, and who as a rule hold nothing mt
casual jobs, are morons.

Specific oconclusions have been mentioned at varied
1ntervals a8 they relate to our data. LResearches bvoth in
effort to asoertain the degree of intelligence as it relates
to humen efficienoy, and also those studies that are made
of dependents themselves seem to uphold our general thesis
that the problem of dependency is one connected fundamentally
with germinal qualities; that the transmission of these
qualities makes for a certain type of inherently weeak indi-
viduals that is potentially dependent.
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CHAPTER IV.

BIOLOGICAL ASFRCTS OF DEPENDENOY.

No discussion of the problem of dependency would be
ocomplete without some reference being made to significant
biologiocal factors that are'conoernad in the prodlem. No
one can discount, especially since the researches of Darwin,
Wallace and others, the importance of biologieal principles
in human development.

Previous discussion has dealt largely with the
facts of a civilization from simple to complex, end the soc-
igl factors in this civilization that have seemed to give
rise to the problem of dependency. Fufthor, it has been
shown, by citation of numerous invoatigatidna, that human
offieiency is intimately related with germinal qualities,
that those who are the produots of superlior germinal quali-
ties tend to reach the highest degrees of human efficiency,
and on tﬁis same basis gradations take place down the scale
to thoee who are the products of poor germinal qualities,
this fact being of the most fundamental importance in our
study of dependenoy.

But oan éuch factes be corrslated with the facts
of evolution, and are there any underlying biological
principles that would aceount for gradations of human efe

fiociensy such as we have mentioned?
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VARIATION AND SELECTION.

About some of the prinoiples in the evolutionary
process there may be some confusion, but about two mein
principles upon which the evolutionary process depends
there is no doubt. These are variation and selegtion.
Whether we speak of nations, socisl groups, animal classi-
ficationg, or what not, these two factors lie at,tﬁe basis
of the rise and fall, supremacy and decline of any phase
of existence in which evolution or dissolution plays s.
role. '

Variation has been defined as "the occurrence
of individuals differing from the type proper to their
race of apecies.". That there are both refined and gross
individual dijfefences, no one will question. These aif-
ferences may be of two sorts, those that are resultant
from modifications of the individual by the environment,
and thome that are innate, which are germinal in origin
and which are capable of being transmitted to subsequent
offspring. In genseral variations are of two types,

progressive and retrogressive. By the former term is

meant the individual ﬁho has greater potential energy and
power of adaptation, who is maore capable of withstanding
the struggle flor existence, and who has the best chance

for surviving in humsn progress. The variation may take
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the form of a speclial capacity in the individual by whibh
he can acquire some particularly advantageous quality. 1In
general, however, progressive variations can be taken to
eonnote an increased adaptability or vitality, a greater
power of msking the most of the environment. The term
rétrogressiva is a pathologiocal one., It results in the
individusl of decreased potential energy and ability to
adapt. OSuoch variations imply those who are unable to meet
the strain of 1ife and are commonly termed "unfit"., It
may give rise to a variety of social phenomena, bﬁt on
the whole the chief characteristic is simply & diminished
ability to adapt and funetion adequately in an exaoting
environment. It is showh in either a defective mind or
Boﬁy or hoth, and one may be correlated with the other.
It is interesting to note in this comnnection that the
mentally deficient are, as a class inferior to the normal,
in weight, stature, and general physical development.
Hollingworth (1) says, in summarizing the work of such
men as Goddard (2), Doll (4) and others that, "When
curves of physical growth are plotted from measurements
of hundreds of feeble-minded children, and are then com-
pared with curves of growth for children choseﬁ at random,
it 15 always found that the former average shorter and
lighter than the latter, age for age. It is seen further-

more that the differences increase with the inerease in
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the degree of mental defect, Morons are slightly below the
average for normals, imbecile s are below morons, asid idiots
are lowest of all.”

From an evolutionary point of view the human mind
18 the latest and most delicate achievemsnt. Its complexity
is mgfvelous and harmonious working of its every part is
" essential. It is not surprising then'that a pathologiocal
condition of the germ plasm should be accompanied hy disorder
of the mind disordcr in this ocase being takan in thse broaﬁar
sense.

Disorders may be of various kinds. It may be a
diminution of nervous vigor giving rise to such phenoﬁena
as leafers, paupers and ne'sesr-do-wells., It may be unstable
giving rise to neurasthenia, epllepsy, and‘insanity. It
may be such as to render the individual incapable of con-
forming to society's moral and legal codes, giving rise to
such problems as oriminality and moral imbeeility. Lastly,
there may b; an arrest of development, with accompanying
idiooy, imbecility, and other types of feeble-mindedness.
It is obviéus after a diaeﬁseion of the two forme of varia-
tion that the first is necessary to the prog&eas of a group
gf nation, ﬁhile the second form of variation is iniaical
to any form of progress.

In our previous discussion of human efficlency
and ite relation to germinal qualities, it seems that the

fundamental facts of biology, variation in this case, are
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substantiatory and in agreement without hypothesis that de-
pendency is a phenomenon fundamentally based on retrogressive
variation, the prdduots of such variation becoming unfit
because of poor innate energy and powere of adaptation. That
there 1s & relationship between the degree of human efficien
oy and the innate capacity of the individual, investigations
leave no doubt.

Elaborating on this, if we accept Stern's (5)
definition of intelligence that, “Intelligenoe.is a general
capacity of an individual oonsciotsly to adjust his thinking
to new requirements; it is geme ral mental adaptabilitylto
new problems and conditions of life," then the connection
between human efficiency as related io general intelligence
and this in turn to retrogreésive variation is clarified
greatly. |

A8 to the specific way in which biology upholds
our theeis we need only refer to what has already been
stated in this connection. In the tretrégreasivo type
of variation the power of adaptation in the individual is
diminished (in varying degrees). S8ince general intelligence
by definition is an adaptive process, then in cases where
the individual is a case of retrogressive variation the
general intelligence would be weak or low, depending on
the seriousnese of the variation. Humen efficiency, as
we have already seen, is conmected with gencral intelli-

genoe 80 that dependency being a problem in human efficiency



of a rather low order, the problem of dependency becomes
one of retrogressive variation, at least in part.

But there is another process in evolution, name-

ly, selection, It may act in two ways, either'through
a differential birth rate or a différential mortality rate.
There is no evidence, except in the case of idiots who are
usually sterile, that the unfit are naturally less fertilse.
Indeed, if the contentions of McDougall (6) are true, the
inferior members reproduce at a more prolific rate than
do the normsls and superiors. He says, "A strang‘inveruo
correlation of the birth-rate with social status seems to
be general throughout the European haxiona".‘ What is
true of Europe is also true of America, the inferior element
in the pOpulation reproduces much more rapidly than the
superior element. A study made in Pittsburgh seems to be
fairly typical of conditions in general. MeDougall quotes
Popenoe and Johnson { 7 ) on this point as follows, "Ward
7 has the lowest birth-rate and the lowest rate of net ine
orease of any ward in the city, With this may be contrasted
the Sixth Ward. Nearly 3000 of 1té 14,817 males of voting
age are illiterate. Its death-rate is the highest in the
city. Almost ndne-tenths of its residents are either
foreigners or the children of foreigners 1Its birth-rate
is three times that of the Seventh Ward. Taking into ac-

count all the wards of the city, it is found that the
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birth-rate rises as one considers the wards which are marked
by large foreign population, illiteracy, poverty, and a high
death rate., The ocorrelation between illiteracy and net
inorease is--4.731. The net inorease of Pittsburgh's popu-
lation, therefore, is greatest where the percentage of
foreigh-born and of illiterates is greatest. Pittsburgh,
like probably sll lasrge cities in ocivilized countries,
breeds fromthe bottom. The lower a class is in the scale

of intelligence, the greatﬁr is its reproductive contri-
bution." Authorities seem to be in agreement on the point
that précreatien ahong those of inferior stock is far

more prolifie than in the average or superior‘of the gen-
eral population. About twenty years ago, Pearson (9)
summarized the problem in the following statement: speak-

- ing of England he says," Our birth-rate has been going down
for perhaps thirty years. Who will venture to assert that
this decreased fertility has ocourred in the inferior stook?
On the contrary, is it not the feckless and improvident who
have large families? The professional classes, the trading
classes, the substantial and provident working clasges-
shortly, the ocapable elements of the community with a
cg;tain standard of life-<-have been marrying late, have been
having small families, have been incrgasing their individual .
oomforte, all this at the expense of the nationis future,"

Goddard (3) more recently in his study of the
Kallikaks is of the opinion that those of inferior stock
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reproduce at a much faster rate than the average or superioe
of the population. Sanger (10) in arguing for birfh-control
contends that the feeble-minded parent is many times more
prolific than the normal parent. She states that 95 per
ocent of prostitutes are mentally deficiemt and come from
large families. With such evidence presented, both by
actual data and by those who have studied the situation care-
fully, it ocannot be doudbted that the greater rate at which
the unfit are being multiplied forme a problem of no small
consequence both in relation to dependency and other social
phenomena.

We have already, in another conneoction, discussed
how, because of a growingly complex civilization, those
who were inadequate or ocould not survive in the struggle
for existence were shunted off to become dbpendent on the
community and ocared for by the community. This represents
one form of selection. This process of selection was not
concerned 8o much with those who had obvious physical de-
| fects, these being cared for in another manner.
| In the egrly stages of civilization, both in
Greece and Rome up to the time of Valentinian, the delicate
snd deformed children were killed. With growth of civiliw
zation, and especially with the advent of Christianity,
the praotise of infanticide was foregone. The life and

safety of the individual was not so much dependent on brute
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strength as on mental capacity. Civilization changed the
mode of life from the wide open country to the density of
group life. Therein the process of selection had its oppor-
tunity to work. DPeople were thrown together in groups of

- varying size, and consequent upon this came unsanitary
conditions. With poor sanitary conditions ceme also disease.
It is generally believed that it is this fgctor that has
been active in the selective process in relation to the |
population. The theory is that, although disease strikes both
the fit and unfit, that the latter by reason of weaker con- '
ptitution and less resistance succumb to diseass. On this
point, some social theorists belisve that because those who
are inferior have & higher mortality rate than the normal

or superior, this has an equalizing or balancing effect
between these two extremes. That is, the fact that the ine
ferior of the population prooreate more rapidly than the
normsl snd superior should not be looked upon with fear
because the sturdiness of the normal and superior stock as
against the weakness of the inferior stock, meking for
greater residtance in the ocase of the former and higher
mortality in the case of the latter, tends to make the num-
ber who survive of about equal numbsr at both extremes.

From data available on thg mortality rate of the feebleminded
a8 contrasted with the mortality rate of the outside popu~

lation, it would seem that selection does tend to work in
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this manner. Miner (8) says, "The average annual death
rate among the institutional cases of feeble-minded 5 years
of age and over in the United States in 1910 was 35.29

per thousand, while the corresponding death rate in the
general population of the registration area for five years
1901 - 1904 was 13.56." However, these figures must not

be taken with too mudhﬁcredanoe.

It must be rememb;red that the figures with rela-
tion to those inferior are representative alone of the
foeble-minded and of those in custody, and can scarcely
be taken as rellable for those outside of institutions and
of the vast class of inferiors that are not feeble-minded,
. If the Army data are to be tasken as oriteria of the amount
of inferiorify, and as indicative of the germinal element
in the population, then it does not seem plausible to
believe that the contention of social theorists, with
referense to the equalizing effeot of higher mortality
among inferiors, can be taken with much seriousness.

Therefore, there is every reason to believe that
the process of selection is an important ome in relation
to dependency. For, while by differentisl birth rate the
inferiors are producing more rapidly the type that have
the potential basis for dependency, than ths normals and
superiors, the number who survive in both extremes is not

equalized by a differential mortality rate.
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DEPENDENGY A BIOLOGICAL PHENOMENONX.

We have considered how by the processes of varia-
tion and selection the fit are selected and the unfit re-
jected., |
" Two factore seem tb be important in the role
which biology plays in the problem of dependenscy. On the
one hand, dependency seems to be inevitably the reshlt
of retrogressive variations that have occurred in the
progress of oiviligation. The dependent is weak in orig-
inal innate tendencies, the result of a defective germinal
element, On the other hand, selection working as it has
in the population has not struck a balance between the
two elements in the population, inferiors at one extreme
and normals and superiors at the other. Despite higher
mortality rates among inferiors this lack of balance has
tended to increase the number of individual possibilities
for dependenoy, Civiligation as it has incrcased more
and more in complexity has tended t; shunt off increasing
- numbers of the inherently unfit, making them subjeot to
the benevolence of the community, thus giving rise to the
social problem knqwn a8 dependeﬁby.

| Viewed as a general or specifioc problem, depend-
ency of any kind cannot be linked primarily to economie
" or other such.causes. Although these faotors precipitate
dependenoy, they are not the resl causes. The cause, in the

majority of instances, lies in the inhereht weakness of
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the individual due to faotors already discussed.

BIBLIOGRAPEY.

1., Hollingworth, L.S. The Psychology of Sultnormsl Children.
1922,

2. Goddard, H.H, The Height and Weight of Feeble-iiinded

Children in American Institutions. Journal of
Nervous and Mental Diseases. 1912,

3¢ . The Kalliksk Family, 1912,

4. Doll, E.A. Anthropometry as an Aid to Mental Diagnosia.
The Training Sohool Bulletin, 1916.

5. 8tern,W. (translated by G.M,Whipple) Psychological Methods
of Testing Intelligence. 1914.

6. MoDougall, W. 1Is Amerioca Safe for Democraqy? 1921

7. Fopence, P. and Johnson, R.H. Applied Bugenios. 1918

8., Miner, J.B. Deficiency and Delinguency. 1918.

9. Pearson, XK. National Life from the Standpoint of Science.
1901.

10, Sanger, M.H. The Case of Birth Control. 1917.



-93-.

CHAPTER V
THE EXPRRIMENTAL INVESTIGATION.

- Researoh work that has been done on thé factors
involved in meking a prognosis, favorable or otherwise, on
any type of oaae is decidedly meager., Most mediums for
the handling of éocial probleme purport to do follow-up |
work on their cases, bﬁt so far as the writer is aware,
the methods of such agencies are deonidedly hit-and-miss,
Nons of the data that have accrued from the experience
of such agencies have been analyzed or published., Un-
doubtedly, there would be much of value in such inferm-
ation. The ohief motivating principlg of_any ageney is 4
in so far as poasible, rehabilitation& or, in other words,
to make the individual an independent, self-respecting
member qf_society" Unless it is known what the factors
are that make for the success or failure of the indivi-
dusl, then much ameliorative effort is misapent,

 Pintner and Reamer (1) made one study‘of 26
girls (delincuent) who had been committed to the Big
Sisters Beme-until suitable placing could be found for
them. 'Qﬁg authors oonsludg that "considering the eases
as divided into two groups, normal and backward, we find
that the baqkwar&_grou@ is Just.aa likely to make good
a8 the normal."” "Our study laocks a eound objactive

oriterion by which to measure success in the world. Owing



-!94*

to the cirocumstances the emphasis was laid upon moral behavior.
This 18 undoudbtedly, to =2 very great extent, s condition
dependent upon the environment, and it would seem that the
type of girl studied, whether normal or backward in intelli-
gence, has not the abllity to proteot herself agsinst an
unfavorable environment.”

"In regard to the practical situation of the rela-
tionship batween the psyahologioa.l oclinic and the soolsal
worker, the writer regards these results as signifieant.

It would seem that the ohild diagnosed as backward by our
soale s has as much chance of making good in smme sphere or
other as the child diagnosed as normal. The backward as
well as the normal ought, therefore, to be referred to
such homes and agencies without giving either the prefer-
enoe. It may be that the backward ohild succeeds because
the soocial agencies may have a greater number of simple
positions that would be suitable for such cases and which
might de of doubtful value for more intelligent individuals".
 Olark (2) does not agree with Pintner and Reamer
that intelligence is not necessarily prognostic of sucoess.
On a study of 301 cases (all boys), 247 of whom had had
‘méntal Qxamipationa, he fownd that there was a general ten-
dency for bope of higher intelligence to fall into the
"doing well" group and of boys of lower intelligenoce to
fall into the "doing poorly” group. (Clark makes & three-
fold ocategory as a basis for judging euccess of the boys,
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vis., doing well, doing fairly well, and doing poorly).
He found also that white and Mexican-Indisn boys have a
8lightly better record of success than the colored boys.
Clark hints at some relatlonship existing betwsen ocoups-
tion of the boy and success. On this point he draws

no definite oonoclusione, ,

Prom these two studies, no final deductions oan
be made, because the studies themselves are inconclusive.
S0 msny oconditions enter into the nﬁeation of what is to
be considered success and failure, The oriteria seem to
differ with the difference in the individual problems to
be solved. In the case of Pintner and Reamsr the oriterien
moral behavior and in Clark's study emphasis is pleaced
on the Voooupationgl aspeot. These two studies give no
groundwork for a:;y assumptions as to fgotora that can
be uaed in prognosing 8UC0ess of the individual 0a8e .
Even on the ma.in ‘is’s’aa, the iaator of general mtqlligenoo,
the two investigators differ, so that so far as being
worth-while as a basis for establishing = speoific theory
of prognosis, the two studies are slmost without value
only in so far as they show the immensity of the whole
problem, ¢

DRFINITION OF DRPENDENCY IN THE PRESENT STUDY.

The process by which ochildren become dependent

wards of the Stete has slready been discussed in another

connsation in Chapter I. For purposes of olarity, as our
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data relate to the problem of dependehcy in the present
chapter, we haie édoptea the definition of dependency set
forth in Section 1645 of the General Code of the State of
Ohio. A dependent is defined as, "any child under eighteen
years of age who 1s‘aspenéant upon the pubdblic for support;
or who is &sstitute, homeless or abandonad; or who has not
proper parentsl care or guardianship; or who begs or re-
ceivas alms; or who is given away or disposed of in any
employment, s§rvioe, exhibition, ocoupation, or vosation
contrary to any law of this state; who is found living

in a house of ill-fame or with any viocious or disreputabdle
persons, or whose home by reason of neglect, oruslty or
depravity on the part of its parente, step-parent or other
person in whose care it msy be is an unfit place for such
child; or is prevented from receiving proper education
because of the ooﬁd;ot or neglect of ite parent, etep-parent
guardian or other person in whose care it may be, or whose
environment is such as to warrant the state in the interest
of the ohild, in assuming its gusrdianship,"

In this conneoction, 1t must be kept in min; that
previously dependoncy,hga been disocussed in a very general
sehsb. As seen from a legsl point of view, the present
definition becomes a techinal one. Thgt is, the process
that eauses dependency is spesifio in the presentAinstance,
this representing one of several categories of general

dependency. Hoﬁover, the facet of specificity in this ochap-



- 97 -

ter in no way alters the disoussion of previous chapters,
Causee and oconditions, are the same whether the discussion
relstes to the genersal sooial problem of dependensy, or
dapen#ont ohildren as viewed from the standpoint of the

present chapter.
THE CHILIREN STUDIED.

All the children inoluded in the various phases of
this investigation were wards of the State of Ohio as pro-
vided by law end under the direct jurisdioction of the Divi-
sion of Oharities, Effort was made to use all of the
eases that had besn ro:erfcd to the Bureau of Juvenide Re-
ssarqh for ex&mingtion, but this was found impossible be-
cause a l1arge number of the examinations had besn made by
the workers of the Buresu in various County Children's
Home 8 and wnro'simply "surveys" conducted by the Bureau
at the recusst of the Division of Charities. Again,
in msny instances it was found necessary to mse groups
of varying size. Despite an effort to keep a certain
gtandardized procedure in our method of follow-up, many
of the data oalled for in the follow-up blanks were not
given, so that it became necessary when sny one set of
facts was being studied, to use only those cases on which
follow-up blanks were ocomplete for that detail. Hence,
the differing size of ﬁhe various groups in relation to
di fferent sets of faots. No mantion will be mde in this

' oemnmsction of the varying sizes of the groups. Of oourse,
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meny of the cases were used in more than one group, but
obviously from our previous statement, it became impossidle
to us; one group in relation to all pointsrstudiad. In
connection with each set of facts, the number of cases will
be given.
All of the qases used had both psychologlioal data
from the Bureau of Juvenile Research and follow-up data

from the Division of Charities.
POSSIBILITY OF SELECTION.

- VWhile the factor of selgotidn might enter some-
what into the present study due to thg smallness of the
- groups, yet as far as the results are reliable, we do not
believe that there will be any serious invalidation of
them for the reason that when any faoctor was being studied
the oases represented an absolutely random selection, and
wore were inm no sensé chosen to substantiate a cartain
point, They were used because of gata present on a certain
point, and for no other reason.

THE METHOD USED.

Exhibits I and II show in détail the method used
in this investigation. Bffort was made in gathering data
from the Bureau to antiocipate and summarize only those
voints tn each ocase that were of primordial importance in

making s prognosis on an individual ocase from a psycholog-
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ical point of view., The blank for Bureau data was not made
so elaborate as the blank for the Division of Charities
for the reasson that all datn from the Bureau were abstrao-
ted by the writer and one other worker who understood

the nature of the study and the kind of databranuirad. In
compiling the blank for the Divislon of Charities we en-
deavored by ueing the multiple choice scheme rather. fully
to obtain more or less speoific facts on sach case of
~follow~up and reduos the personal enuation to a minimum.
This blank was submitted, with the name of the child on
whom the rollqw»pp was to be made, to therniractor of
Child-Oare, ofﬁfhe Division of Ohgritias, and in turn the
vlanks were redistributed by him to the workers who were
in:charge of the various children. The data were for the
most part obdbtained by the worker handling the child. Lim-
itations of the method are disouesed in another section

of this work.
ECONOMIC STATUS AND INTELLIGENCE.

Por this portion of the study, 220 cases were
avaliable on which the economio status of the parent of
the child was designated by the terms, pauper, unskilled
lsborer, etoc. The intelligence rating of the child was
also avallable. The following table shows the relation-

ship betwesn the economis status of the parent and the
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intelligence of the children, using the Intelligence Quotient

a8 a oriterion of intelligence.

TABLE I

Intelligendce
Boonomie : tient Totale

Status -} 50-[ 80| 70-| B 1&7‘1IRT“1]IF“1EO-
| 28] 49| 59! 69 79} 89| 991 109 119 129 o
. ; , .

Paupar(l) | ol ol 2 {3l 27|11} 1 1! o Av.1.Q.81.9 |

Unskilled 162 -
Lavor (28 | 1| 1 | 6 | 18] 84} 49| 2] 13| 7| 1 |Av.I.q.84.1 73§

Skilled 1 | - 38
Labvor{3) ojo0}o 7{ 2{1s] 10} 2 1 O {Av.I.Q.86.2 117

‘Small Bust' 1 1 o 3 7
ness Man(4} 0 jO0 0o | of of 1] 1] 1| o] o |a® I.0.95.0| 1§

[P £

Potals 111 |8 |28|38|73laa|2v |{ 9| 2 220

Seferal faots are at once obeervable from this table. First, the
modal point of intelligence in sach separate group of depen-
donta is between 80 and 89 I.Q.; =econd, 67.7 pexr cent of the
entire 220 cases is dull normal or below in intelligence(this

is based on Terman's assumption'ﬁhat 80 tov90 I.Q. is signi~
ficant of dull normsl intelligence); third, 81.3 per cent

of the 220 09898 are offapring of parents whose economic rat-
ings are low; fourth, the average Intalligen Quotients of
the four groups show some gradations; fifth, the correiation

LI
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between economic status of the parents and the intelligence
of the ohildren based on Paarsozi's Produnot-Moment formula
18 r= +.3 P.E. = = .0405,

In this latter computation the assumption was made
that 1°,2,3 and 4, were the numerical ratings for the dif-
fersnt degrees of economic ability ranging from Pauper,i
~%a.8mall Business Man 4.
| Iastly, there is a notibeable variability in the
gradation of per cents in the four groups with rofe_renoa
to the number that rate as dull normal or below in intel-
ligence., Of the children of paupers 82.3 per dent are
dull normal or belowy of the children of unakilled laborers
67.3 per cent; of the children of skilled laborers 65.7 .
per cent; and of the ohildren of an:;all business men 33.3
per cent. These per cents are based on the portions of
the 220 cases who fell in the various eaconomic olassifi-.
cations and not on the whole number of cases.

Viewing these faots in any light, one camnot
help but see that the indications point to a verifiocation
of our postulate, nemely, that the dependent child is one
in whom 'I_:hsre is the taint of hersditary inferiority. Ad-
mittedly, not all of the points in our statistical study
of economic status and intelligence bear this out, Wt
the preponderance of faoct is decidedly in favor of our

postulate. |
Ome ohjef unfortwmate point in this whole portion
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of our study ia that wo ware limited to 220 cases. A4Aside
f£rom one group, the ohildren of unskilled laborers, the
number of cases in no sense represents a number from which
conclusions can be drawn. 4nd yet, it can be maiﬁtained
as highly signifiocant that out.of 220 cases, 73.6 per cent
of the group are children of unakilled labore:s. Even if
’ua discount the fact of intelligence, there remains anothor
oomsideration, namely, this group represents a number that
for some reason, either 1ntelligence or some other factor,
have been, in our competitive 1life, shunteq off to the
Rower levels of human efficiency. That is, it is the class
represented by the unskilled laborer that has been most
potent in the probdblem of the dependent child. This}would
geem to follow well the theory that the dependent:is one

in whom the hereditary impetus to progress is poor.

, Another fact which strongly substantiates our
postulate is in the per cent of the total number of cases
that show inferiority, We have already stated that 67.7
per cent of thorentire group are below par in intelligence.
Aside from the 1mmediate and’obvious signifiqanoe qf this
noteworthy inferiority of dependent children, whom:'We
have every reason to believe will not rise high in the
social and economic scale; is the faot of the seeming
continuity of this infariority. The problem is, of course,
essentlally sa biologioai one, but in so far as intalligénca

meaaureﬁants are worth-while indications of the type of
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individual that becomes dependent, the problem is a psy-
chological one also. It is to be remembered that these
children who represent the major portion of our 220 cases
are for the most part offspring of those who by other
oriteria are also inferior., The continuity(of inferiority
ébtgins in the sense that these inferiors carry in their
germinal qualities the elements for prooreating future
inferiors and dependents. Four-fifths of‘our 220 ocases
rep:esent‘ahil@ren of parents whose economic rating is
low, and hence, whose place in the scale of human efficien-
oy is also'low. This point seems to bear put our previous
statement of the persistance and continuity of‘inferigrity
in dependent children, that they reprasent a social prob-
lem the ohief charscteristic of which is unfitness for
oompatitivg 1ife; the rate low in the scale of human
efficiency, and must be oaradvfor by sociaty“as depen@snts.
The gradation of averages in the Intelligence
Quotients is only suggestive, and the small measure of
difference between the four Szassas is probadbly due to
the poor distribution of cases, The # =4,3]1 is also
suggestive, but not a true measure of the relationshilp
between economic status and inteliigence. This sagain is
probably due to the small numbser of cases onwhich the
relationship was measured, At least, however, it 1s
suggestive of some relationship, and reveals’a problem

which should have some further consideration, especially



«104e

when other facts already mentioned are considered.

The basis

for our statement that this coefficient of correlation is not

truly representative of the relationship is based on the high-

er degree of relationship found by other investigators already

discussed.,

of retardation tgbulated in terms of months with
for éach measure.

tarded group were 193 ocases.

MENTAL RETARDATION AMONG DEPENDENTS,

TABLE Ilsa.

The table shows this olearly.

In the re-

In this conneoction 23 ocases were used and the amount

the frequency

Montad Retardation in Months.

i

5-1112-1{ 18-

56444 42-47

0-6 34 24-24 30-38 48-53 54-59
18 86 23 \‘ 28 17 20 15 12 12 6
1
l60-68 66-71 73-74 78-83 84+89| 90-95 | 96-101 102-107 108-113 114-1iq.
7 8 3 2 0 1 0 0 0

3

Those who were "normal® or mentally accelerated are comparatively

small in nnmberbmmd aré shown by ths following table. In this

group thers were 27 cases.
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TABLE IIY.

Normal or Mental Acceleration in Months.

f

0 0-5 | 6-11 12-17 18-28

4 é ? b 3

The distribution of Ohronological Ages in which the retardation
obtained may be seen ;n the following table.

TABIE IIo.

Frequency of Retardation for Ohronological Age.

|
?-3J4-4J 5-54’6-6T 7-7" 8-8" 9-9" 10—104 11~114 12-12" 13-13") 14~

2| 4 11} 11| 4 11 | 13 17 13 14 14 |79

As is shown by Tadble IID, the number of cases showing "normsl"

or accelerated intelligence level is small, only 27 1n”number;'
However, for purposes of oclarity the Chronological Ages in whiech
the intelligence was normal or advanced is shown in the following
table and the frequenoiesg tabulated for each measure.

TABLB 114.

il 1

Prequenoy of Horﬁal and Acoelerated for Chronological Age.

1 1 . _
3-3"| 4-4"] 5-5"|6-6"} 7-71 8-8"|9-9" 10-10"|11~11"{12-12"} 13~-13"| 14~

o {3 (3 (4|23 |1] o 1 0 1 |9
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The table on the following page shows the actuasl Oh:onologioal
Ages of the sudjects, stated in terms of years; the frequencies
of retardations aré plotted for each of these ages in multiples
of six months, that is ranging from 0-6 to 114-119 months.

In all cases where the subject was 14 ysars of‘age
as in Table IIe, these have b@en plotted under the 14 year
group in our tables. The Intelligence Quotients and retar-
dation or acceleration of such subjects has also been come
puted on the "l4~-ysar hypothesis”.

Of fhe 220 ocases studiéd 87.7 per ocent show inferior-
ity of varying degrees. This has been studied in a farioty
of connections and is presented in the foregoing in tabular
form. | o

Only 13.3 per cent of our cases show normal or a0~
celerated intelligense. Prom Table IIs we ses that the median
retardation for the 193 cases of inferiority is 32.23 months,
From the distribution in Table IXc the median Chronological
Agerof retardation ;s 12,75 years. The cases which prepon-
derate in this distribution are those at 34 years of age
and above, 811 of which have been plotted in the 14 year
category for reasons previously mentioned., Table Ilo
shows not only thé retardation of dependentsa for the various
Ohranoiogical Ages, but also amplifies somewhat Table IIc
in that it shows the frequenocy of retardation for increasing
8ix month periods. A study of this table shows that approx-

imately 42 per cent of the retarded cases have a retardation
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TABLE ITe..

Retardation in Months

0- 6~ 12- 18- 24~ 30- 36~ 42- 48- b4~ 60-66- 72~ 78-84-90-96- 108~108-114-
5 11 17 23 29 35 41 47 53 59 65 71 77 83 89 95 101 107 113 119 Total
f, 1
an 1 1 2
N
4" 2 1 1 4
. B
5" 2 5 1 2 11
6- N . .
6" 1 5 & 11
7- i -
" 1 11 1 4
8-. .
g" 5 23 1 11 11
9 ,
on 1 3 5 1 1 1 13
10~ |
0" 4 1 3 3 3 11 1 17
11-. |
1" 2 1 1 3 3 1 2 13
12.
12" 1 2 1 32 b 14
13- ~
13" 1 2 2 22 3 1 1 1 14
14-. B8 3 51 7 127 & 8 4 7 3 1 1 1 79
17 26 2428 17 2015 12 13 B 7 3 2 1 1 193
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equal to or greater than the median retardation for the entire
group of 193 cases,

As we have only 27 casges that show normal or accel-
erated intelligence no study has been made of these other than
to tabulate them for purposes of lucidity. ’

The significance of the faocts presented in the mental
retardation of depcndent subjects hardly needs mention. One
most astounding feature shown by our tables is the prepohder-
ance of inferiority shown in the 220 cases studied to be 87.7
per cent. It seems that our main thesis is supported largely
by this finding. Without entering into the arguments as to
‘what are the factors in gemeral intelligence, the dependent
Zundoubtedly is proven to be inferior in that "something"
which iests purport to measure. We‘have already shomn ﬁre-
viously that whether, in truth, tests msasure intelligence
or snother factor or factors or whether the individual is
high, medium or low in what is measured, can be used as a
basis for predicting the degree of human efficiency that the
individual will show..

One might objJject to some of these conclusions by
saying that our data show 12.3 per cent who are normal or
accelerated in intelligence. However, in handling the gen-
eral problem of dependency one ocannot reason from exception.
It is logical to believe that perhaps thers are other factors
entering into the reason for these cases becoming dependent.

In the light of our previous statements, and if inheritance
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pleye the role that we believe, the parents of these children
must remain an unsolved problei because our data do not lend
themselves to specific treatment of this kind, that is, as-
coertaining the heredity of the particular 27 cases who are
‘normal or above.

Another fact which is strongly indicative of the
group which tends to become dependent, is revealed in that
42 percent of the whole group of inferiors equal or exceed
in retardation the median retardation of the group. This
seems not only to péint out that soclety must support re-
tarded children, but also gives some general idea of the
seriousne 88 of the retardation. Undoubtedly some of the
193 cases will become self-supporting at & rather low econ-
omic level, but the fact that 42 per cent equal or exoceed
a retardation of about two and one-half years would seem
to show that many will always be dependent even as adulta,
perhaps even in many instances institutional cases. While
only a very rough indication, yet as a general index of
the seriousness of retardation as a faotor in dependenoy,
one might subtract the median retardation of the group from
the median Chronologiocal Age of the same group. The result
would be a anfal Age of slightly mdre than 10 years. Assum-
ing the typical dependent to be of not more than 10 years
mentality, what is to be expected? The chief point is this:
we can no longer talk knowingly of the social faoctors in
dependency. The basis of dependency is to be found elsewhers.
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and that, in an inherent unfitness which mskes him very

logically a dependent.
ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL FACTORS.

Apropos to the fact that most considerations of
the causes of dependency deal primarily with social factors
involved, an attempt has been made in the present study to
make an asnalysis of such faotors. For the most part such
en analysis is extremely unsatisfactory as will hereinafter
appear. While it is possible, in many instsnces, to isolate
per 8e certain unitary social factors as the causes of de-
pendency, on the other hand there are many oases whers such
an assumption is impossible because of the complexity of
the social factors themselves. Fwrther, as will appear
later, 8ll of these factors are so anmexed to other more
fundamental conditions in dependency that the so-called
saatal causes of dependency become in themselves merely the
objective symptome or results of a comdition inherent in
the types of individuals who become dependent.

We have analyzed 227 ocases in this study. This
was the number on which the data werse clear and cbmplete,
and which at the sams time could be subjectsd to statisticsl
treatment. Those cases which did not fulfill these require-
ments were discarded., The number didcarded was not large

enough to seriously invalidate the statistiocal results on
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the cases studied. That is, the cases discarded were not
select in any one faotor or set of factors. Hence, the ocases
used represent within the limits of the number studied a
random sampling of all the social causative factors in de-
pendency, the same as if the whole number, including dis-

cards, had been used. However, the oases are select in the

senge that, being dependent ohildren, they are the Very
best group fromwhich to study social causative factors.

7 .The method of gathering data wee from question 1,
under II, Character and Behavior, in owr follow-up que 8-
tiomaire (See Exhibit II) submitted to the Division of
charitida. As our analyslies progressed it was found feasible
to use in conjunction with this first question, question §,
under I. Bnvironment. The purpose of using these two
questions together will become olearer later. The first of
these two qusstions is:

Is ohild a ward beceuse of i(Check term which applies).
()Parental neglect, () Broken Homse,
()Inability to adjust. fI1legitimacy,

The second of these two questions is:

Is home broken?{Chsck term or terms which apply).
()Pather dead ()Mother dead. ()Both parents dead.
( )Divoroe ()Separation. §)Immorality.

In cach of these questions, the social worker for the Division
of Charities was expeocted to do as directed, that is, merely
cheok the factor or faotors in each question that applied
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to the individual whose case was being followed. At this
Juncture it is important to make clear what was expected
in the different categories in question 1, under II, Char-
acter and Behavior. Effort was made to align as far as
possible all the circumstances which might be assigned as
unitary causes of dependency. An analysis of our dats
which followe later will show how i1ll-advised it was in
the present study to attempt to isolate any single factor
or group of such factors as unitary caumes of dependency.
Social factors are by no means mutually exclusive. There
is much overlapping. For example, it is impossidle to
assign parental negleot as a unitary cause, because this
faot, which may be stated as the reason for a dependent
child, may be compliocated with another factor which we have
designated as broken home. Again, parental neglect may

be associated also with illegitimeagy, as a cause of depen-
denoy. '

Not only have we the foregoing to say in criti-
cism of our method of follow-up,but also, as our snalysie
progressed we found that aside from the normal social
causes of dependency, there may be in the differing ocate-
.gories, what we shall term, for want of & more adequate

neme, abnormal social causes.,

With relation to normal circumstances of depend-
ency, there are assigned social causes which are totally

extrinsic to the child, as in the case where the child is
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left without support by the death of both parents. Such
cases, of course, fall into the category of those who are

dependent because of & broken home,and the factors in.

volved are normal.

Again, there are those cases im which thé child
is made dependent because of the death of one parent, and
the consequent inability of the remaining parent (mother
in most cases) to swupport the child. This would also fit
into our category of broken home as the cause of the depen-
dency, and the cirocumstancee would be normal. However,
on the other hand, it does not follow that in all cases
where one parent is deceased that the cause of dependency
is a normal ons. The cause may be abnormal in the sense
that patental negleot must be oconeidered as the chief
factor in dependency. The surviving parent may wilfully
shiXk responsibility in caring for the ohild. In such
cases the oausal factors are undoubtedly abnormsal.

Referring again to parental neglect, not only
may we have such ocases as have already bben mentioned,
but there may be dependency resulting from ecomomic ineffi-
ciency of both parents, or shiftlessness. In either case
it would .be a mobted question as to whether the causes were
‘normal or abtnormal. Explanations might be multiplied;
However, we have cited enough examples to show clearly the

complications into which ome is thrown when an analysis of
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aJcial causes of dependency is attempted. In order to make
clearer the various contentions advenced in this ahalysi§;
as previously stated, we have used data collected from |
question b5, under I, BEnvironment. Originally, no attempt
of this kind was contemplated, but an example will show

why we have resorted to this method. For example, of the
227 cases studied, 51 were reported as being state wards
(dependents, strictly.speaking) because of pafental neglect.
On first thought,‘such cases would seem to be those in
which parents havé 8imply shirked responsiiility for the
support of the phild, by throwing the burden on society.
Such, however, is not the case. As a matter of faot, the
fastor of parental negleet is shown by our data to be
coupled with many other factors of wide variability, raﬁg-
ing from cases in which the mother ia deceased, the assump-
tion being that the father 1s gullty of neglect in these
cases, to other instances of association of parental neglect
with divoree, separation and immorality.

While our method of statistieal analyéia may seem
irregular, esince the original purpose of the follow-up
inquiry was to have been different, it seeme that our statis-
tical results show enough consistency té‘warrant the proced-

~ure which we have adopted, and to make the method perfectly
valid. The type of analysis adopted does not lend itself
to tabular form; hence we have stated on the following page

in outline the results of the analysis of social faotors.
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I. Parental Negleot.,

Hegle ot by mother after father's dsath 7 cases
Negleot by father after mother's death 14 cases
Neglect ¥ue to divoroce 1 case
Neglect due to ssparation 1l cases
Negleot due to immorality 8 cases
Negleot due to both separation and immorality 3 cases
Negleoct by mother after father's death; also report
of immorality on part of mother 7 cases
Neglect by both parents; both reported to be in
the infirmary 1 case
Negleot by both parents on account of being phy-
sioally incapacitated 2 cases
Negleot because of economic inefficienoy of parents 2 cases
Total, 56 cases

About 24.7 per cént of the 22? cases are reported aa‘depen-
dent because of parental neglect. With regard to what has
already been said conoarning unitary faotore, a glance at

the table'will suffice to show how impossible is the isolation
of one faotor. Omly five ocases are olear-ocut cases of parental
negleot; all others are complicated in one way and énother
with other factors. This would leave 51 cases for which

gomé explanation must be made. Assuming that the seven cases
feportod as negleocted by the mother after the father's death,
were nﬁt‘true cases of parental neglect but rather inability
of the mother to provide; further, assuming the sams thing

for the seven cases reported as neglected by the mothei who
415 also reported immoral, there are still 38 of the 51 ocases
for which soms accounting must be made. In previous chapters
we have repeatedly emphasized the element of human efficien-
oy in_relation to the problem of dependency. Part of human

efficiency, in faot, the first funoction of human efficiency
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of high order is to care for one's owmm. If these data\ara
at all revealing, then the indications ére that dependent
children are produced by a group in which the role of human
efficiency is of low o:der showing socially in the neglect
of their ohildren. The logieal construction to be put on
these 37 ocases Jjust mentioned, is that they are dependent,
not primarily as a result of social causes, but becauss of
a fundamental and inherent dearth in the individuals of
whom they are the prbgeny--é potentially inferior type--
who produce the same kind of children and who are incapable
of full social responsidility for their offspring for
reasons alréady me ntioned,
‘ II. Inability to gdjust. |

In this eategory‘for follow-gp purposes, the
motive was to ascertain the number of cases that became
dépendent because of factors inherent in the individusl,
Statement has already been made of some of these possible
types. As a matter of fact, wven with a full history of
the case, it is very often difficult to solve whetler a
wardship is due to (in maladjusted cases) actual anemalies
in the individusl or in the home. In this category ﬁot
enough cases wore reported to make any findings reiiable
or valid. Many of the dependents on whom psychologicsal
studies had been made had been differentiated as unstable
types. It was thought that some study of the correlation
between the psychological diagnosis and the factors in the
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malad justment of the individual would be possible. The plan
was not feasible. A total of only 7 cases were reported
as dependent because of inability to adjust. Only 3 of
these cases are differentiated as dependent solely, because
of this, while sycases are complicated with separation of
the parents, and one with the father:s death and immorality
on the part of the mother. Hence, no anslysis of this cate-
gory 1s undertaken.
III. Broken Homs .

Dependent after father's death . 8 cases
Dependent after mother's death 18 ocases
Dependent after dsath of both parents 24 cases
Dependent after divoroe 3 cases
Dependent after separation 14 oases
- Dependent after immorality 2 cases

ngenge after S E%ration and immorality 3 ocases
endent after father's death and immorality

on mother's part 4 ocases
Dependency compdicated with death of parents,

divorce, separation, and immorality--a mis- 8

gellaneous group

cases

Total, 79 cases

The group in which dependsmoy is asoribed to the broken home
forme the largeet single category of our 227 cases, cosist-
ing of 79 ocases or about 34.8 per cent. Commenting on this
table it will be notioced that 24 of the 79 cases that are
reported as dependent because of the broken home, this
breaking of the home has been dus to thé death of both par-
ente., It might be argued that such an instance is the only
normal ciroumstance under which & home can be broken. That

ie, even in the 8 cases where the home is broken because
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of the father's death, and the 18 cases because of the mdther'e
is it not plausible to assume that there are also possible
factors of parental neglect? And without doubt, every

other faotor mentioned in the table as being a contributing
factor to the broken home is of a deolidedly abnormal nature,
abnormal in the sense that it forms an outlet of too little
importance to be used as a funaamental cause of dependenay.
Viewing the mgatter candidly, divoree, separation and other
factors in the table are only symptoms. Socially they

may be stated as the reason for the broken hom and the ocon-
sequent dependency resulting thereform. But there is a
more fundamental wrong present, when progeny will be ’
shunted off to the care of soclety because of such reasons,
Progeny who become dependent are the unfortunate wioctims
of parents whose natures follow a line of least resistanse,
To recapitulate somewhat, even in the instance of the 24
céeea whose depsndency 1s assigned to the broken home be-~
ocause of death of doth parents, there is another siﬁe to
the story. Most families and parents, even of average
standard, make some provision within reason: by the use

of fraternal organizafions, insurance and so on, for oare
of their offspring in oase of parental death. What of these
24 cases? The average family would not even so much as
entertain the thought of their children ever becoming de-
pendent wards of the étate. They would deem it diégraco~

ful.‘ Again, in meny cases relatives of one or the other
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of the parents respond to the need of totally orphaned
children. With all of these normal posesibilities of normal
care of parentless offspring, and others which might be
mentioned, it seéms reasonable to‘argua that even in circum-
stances where children are dependent because of a broken
home consequent from the death of both parents, the parents
reprosent a type of a decidedly inferior strain. One might
argue that in such cases a manifestiation of ability to
assume obligation is indicative of intelligence. That is,
such parents have failed to make proviéion for offspring
even up to the standard of the average, and having failed
in thie respect they show indications of a social infer-
iority, Briefly, then, to return to our basic thesis, such
parents ars low in the scalse of human efficiency. With
refereﬁoe to other types of broken homes, even in the ocases
where the home is broken from death of one or other of the
perents, as previously stated, these cases may be ocoupled
with the factor of parental neglect or, to add another
possibility, economic inefficiency on ths part of the sur-
viving parent. However, in any case, our fundamental ar-
gument seems to be upheld, that such fadts stated as

causeg of dependency are actually symptoms of inferiority.
Therefore, children of such parents become dependent not

~ becauss of any of the mentioned social factors, but ac-
tually and faotually because of this same inferiority,

' funétioning as a negated social responsibility for their
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children. An inspection of any of the other causes of the
broken homs will show practically the same facts in substan-
tiation of our argument on dependency as & problem in in-
fofiority or low humen efficienoy. 1In other words, it is
not within the realm of reason to assume that separation,
divorce, and other such social causes, evén if asocribed
a8 reasons for the broken home, would ocause both parents
(1f even of the average) to willingly negate the respon-
8ibility of providing through normal chamnnels proper
care for thelr children if left orphans.

| IV. Illegitimacy.
Dependeﬁoy on basis of immorality alone 20 oases
Dependensy on basis of separation and immorality 4 caces

Miscellaneous instances of illegitimacy after
father's death, separation, etc. L. 4 cages

Total, 28 cases

Little need be said concerning illegitimacy as a cause of
dependency. This has received some treatment in a previous
connection. Again, we can only point out the faot that
11legitimacy is a symptbm and hot & cause. The fact that
illegitimate ohildren are in the world bespeaks a condition
which must have a reason other than mere chance. Our con-
tention is that the illegitimate child is in the vast
majority of cases inferior, and the offspring of inferiox
individuals. We have already cited the study of Wooley
and Weidensall in which they find 40 to &5 per cent of

unmarried mothers institutional cases. Those who lean

i
’
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to a social explanation of dependency might argue that there
are cages of'illegitimaoy that do not become dependent.

We have no qﬁarrel with such a statement. However, in such
ocases might it not also be contended that, inasmuch és there
are those who have 1llegitimate ohildren that do not become
‘dependent, this would be a measure of the superiority of
such individuals. In other words, human efficiency would
function highly in such cases. We have no means of knowing
even conjecturally how many such cases there are, but such

a statement used as an argument against omr fundamental
postulate, that dependency is & problem in low human effi-
ciensy or inferiority, would seem, in the light of faot

to substantiate our hypothosie rather tﬁﬁn refute-it. We
knowthat so far as any researches have shown anything,

that 1llegifimate children are the progeny of inferior
parents, and it seems a safe contention that the major
portion of our 28 cases cited as dependent would fall in

a category -of not only inferior ohildren, but the progeny

of inferior parents.

V. Parental Negleot - Inability to Adjust.

Only one o@ our 22¢ oases falls in this group.
In this instance, separation is complicated with ether facts.
We have no means of knowing whether separation or something
inherent in the individual is rasponsible for the dependency.

Hence, no analysis is attampted.



V1. Parental Neglsot 4 Broken Home .

Dependent after mother's death 8 cases
Dependent after death of toth parents 1l case
Dependent after divoroe 3 cases
Dependent after separation 9 cases
Dependent after separation and immcrality 5 cases
Dependensy associated with mothex's death and

immorality 4 cases
Dependency associated with divorce, separation

and immorality b cases
Miscellaneous l case

Total, 36 cases

-

It has already been stated that to disregard the
faot of parental negleot in commection with certain factors
causing the bwoken home is difficult. In a fairly large
number of cases, 36 in number, the child was reported as
dependent hecause of the combination of the two factors.
The subjlect of parental responsibility has alrsady besn
treated fully in oonneotioh with other categories, and
suggesetion has been made as to its funotion in human effi-
oiency. A study of this table merely reinforoes our pré-
vious contentions. The ocombined category reported as &
cauge of dependency is simply a social symptom of low human
efficiency, in which divorce, separation, death of s parent,
and so on act as the preoci:itating conditions for these
symptoms. The symptoms themselves are not causations on
which to base dependency, dbut #ruly objeoctive aspects of
basio inferiority. Children are dependent not because of
rarental neglect plus a broken home, but bscause the

individuals who are responsible <for them are of that type
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of human effigiency which is too low in functioning to

assume the responsibilities of parenthood.

VII. Parental Negleot -} Illegitimacy.

Dependent because of immorality 6 cases
Dependent because father dead and immorality
on part of mother 1 case

Dependent because of separation and immorality 1l case
Total, 8 ocases
Much has already bveen sald on the fact of both parentai
negleot and illegitimacy as causes of dependency. In this
table 1s included a small number of the 2287 ocases in which
the factor of parental neglect is complicated by illegiti-
magy. Which factor is dominant as the ocause of the depend-
ency is difficult to say. As we have considsred both
fasctors in our previous discussion, both are symptoms of
inferiority. To assign either of the two as a cause for
dependency is to assign a symptom as a cause. In other
worde, taken separately or in combination, these two fac-
tors are only agents of a more basic and inherent con&ition
through which children become dependent. )
VIII. Inability to Adjust -+ Broken Home.

Dependency following mother's death 4 oases
Dependency following divorce & capes
Dependency following father's death, also

immoral oonduct stated 2 cases
Dependency following father's death; also sepa-

ration stated in report 2 cases

Total, 11 cases

In this combined category there is no means of telling
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‘whether inability to adjust, that is faots inherent in the
ind ividual, or the broken home is to be regarded aé the

mg jor cause of the dependency. In four of the cases, the .
irg bility of the child to adjust to the father may be the
reason for dependency, or the factors to he considered

may be those in the father. With the remaining number,
the faots are complicated by such things as divorece,
seraration, and immoral conduct. Because of the unrelia-

bility of the data, no analysis is attcmpted.

I1X. Parental Neﬁ}ect-4*1nability to
Adjust Illegitimaocy.

'In this combined category only one case falls,
The definite contributing cause to the category is stated
as immorality. No other data are available and no analyseis
is attempted,

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL FACTORS.

In many respects the analysis of social factors

in dependency is limited and orude. Moreover, the analysis
does not purport to be conclusive. It is, howsver, highly
suggestive and propadeutié. to the theory of dependency
prﬁfounded at'length throughoﬁt this study. The method of
analysis by category, although somewhat more lengthy then
another form might have been, has been used because it
tends to shbw not only the simple unitary causes and their
combination for dependency, but also the facts which oon;

tributed to these categories. That is, it is more enlighten-
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ing to know that there are 14 oases where the mother is
dead and the children are dependent becauss of parental
negleot due to the mother's death than to krnow that such
and suoh & number of cases are dependent simply because
of parsntal neglect. A simple statement of a unitary soeilal
cause is many times misleading. The method of analysis which
is used hers enables one to ses the fact back of the social
cause.’ |

In the majority of instances, as will be seen
from statements following each table, the inference drawn,
though not eonclusive, but which can bevtakan as strongly
positive evidence, is that social causes are not in them-
selves the actual reasons for dependency. They are indioca-
tiong only, and must be analyzed in the light of the facts
whigh are responsible for the social cause. When this is
done, it is impossible to agree with the soelologist that
the social cause alome is responsible for dependency.
Admitting some doubt in some instamecee with regard to in-
feriority as the fundamentel ocause of dependency, and we
have been frank on this point, an analysis of the con-
tributingxfactors seems to show a preponderance of evidence
in substantiation of the consept that dependency is almoet
inevitably baagd on the degree of human efficiency possible
in the individﬁalf

OTHER DATA ON SOCIAL CAUSES OF DEPENDENCY

In a previous chapter we have discussed conditions
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.of general depsndency aside from its technical or legal con-
notations. In connection With the present chapter we have
attempted an ansglysis of social factors as reported to us

for the present investigation. Howett (3) writing in The

Ohio Bullétin presents an analysis in tabular form of 1881
cases running over a period of over seven years. Herewith
the table is presented verbatim. Referring to the tabls,

Mr. Howett says, ".....there is no one dominant factor

which causes dependenoy and delinquenoy unless it is that

the home is not funectioning fully in its place in our civil-
ization. The statistics given in the table are not complete,
or accurate enough to be used as & basis for a positive ocon-
clusion. It seems to show conclusively that there are entire-
ly too many broken homes., Very few of the children are full |
orphans., Many of them have both parents living."

Children Received April 30, 1914, to January 1, 1928.
*PRIMARY CAUSES OF DEPENDENCY.

Classification Number Per ocent
Both parents dead 147 7.4
Pather dead : 266 13.4
Mother dead - 289 14.6
Parents separated 145 7.3
FPoster parents separated 2 el
Deserted by both parents 31 1.5
Deserted by father : : 116 5.9
Deserted by mother 76 3.8
Deserted by foster mother 1l +05

W we W e R B e Ee R we e e e e NN mE WP Gm M s MR e ws e W b e M e @ me e

*The se causes are approximate, as "Cause of Dependency” is mnot
always stated in Family History. In that case, it is taken
from sommitment or from correspondence concerning the case.
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Classification Number . Per cent
Parents unable to care for 3 2
Mother unable to care for 183 7.7
Father unable to care for 2 ol
Father ill b 3
Immorality of toth parents 4 2
Immorality of father 7 4
Immorality of mother " 69 3.4
Drunken father 10 b
Drunken mother b Y
Imprisonment of father 30 1.5
Lacking parental care 116 5.9
Home unfit 46 2.3
Dependent 2 ol
Feeble-minded 5 3
Pather feebdle-minded , 4 2
M,ther feeble-minded 25 1.3
Insane 1 .0b
Father insane 6 «3
Mother insane 36 1.7
Modiocal treatment ~ 15 +8
Syphilitio 6 3
Tuberocular 2 XY
Orippled 181 9.1
Deaf and dumd 3 2
Speeoh defeoct 1l 4086
Pather epileptic 1 .05
Mother epileptio 3 o8
Mother tubsroular 3 2
Petit Laroeny 2 o1
Delingusnt 23 1.2
Incorrigible 7 4
Imnoral 2 1
Has i1llegitimate child 16 8
Supervision bl 2.6
Socisl problem 1l .06
Observation 9 4
Foundling 9 o4
Surrendered by mother 1l +0b
Unknown - 44 3.1
Potal, 1981 100.0

In ite general and practical aspects the foregoing table does
not differ widely from our own more detailed analysis of
social causes in dependency. The samé categories have not been

ugsed, such as parental neglgct, broken home and others, but
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the factors whioch have ocontributed to these categoried have
bean>uaoa in this tabls. Again, one notes the wide varia-
bility of social factors responsible for dependency. Also,
one notes how the factor of social irresponsibility charac-
terizes most of the csuses that are cited in the table. Mr,
Howett's conclusion that the hom@ is not functioning ade-
quately in our civilized 1life may be an explanation., But
it does not seem that any of the fastors taken either sepa- '
rately or collectively, whether uaéd as an explanétory
basis for the mal-funotioning home or as primary causes of
dependency, is adbquate to either. It is true that these
- various factors may indicate that the home is not what it
gught to be, but on the other hamnd, the home is probably
all that i can be. That is, there is a fundamental virus
to account for the poorly funotioning home, and this is
the inferior germinal element in ths individuals who are
cited in the table as those who permit’ their offsﬁring ﬁa
become dependent because of these so-called causes of de-
pendency. The causes of dependency are not commensurate
with the problem itself. To the social cause must be added
the fundamntal virus in order to mske an explanation that
is coextensive with the problem. This fundamental virus
is inferiority. And this inferiority is manifest in the
mal ~functioning home, or stated in other terms, lowered
human efficisncy, objsctified in many cases by the symptoms

show: in the table.



SOME FACTORS IN THEZ PROGNOSIS ON DEPENDENCY.

Two aspeots of analysis are undertaken in this phase
of our study.
- report was made as to whether the dependent child had tended.
to improve under placement.
were analyzed in conjunction with the Intelligence Quotient
of the ohild, and his Chronological Age at the time of be-
coming a ward.

'In the following tables plus (+) is designative of improve-
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ment; minus (—) of no improvement.

TABLE IIX

The findings from this qusstion

Complete data were available on 139 ocases.

In question 8, under II. Character and Behavior

Intelligence Quotient

Improvemant | 50-59] 60-69 70-79] 80-69 90-95| 100-209 110-129 120-125| 7ot
=+ o | 7| 19 | 38 | =28 8 | 5 1 | 9
—_ 5| 612 |16 | 5 3 o | o 45I

Totals 3 |13 | 3 |49 | 3 | 11 6 1 139

The foregoing table shows the number at separate I.Q. intervals that

ghow improvement under placement, and those who

these to a percentage, using the total number of cases at each

40 note.

Reducing

interval (except in one instance) as a basis for computing the per
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cent we have the following:

I.Q, 50-59 = 0.0% improve.
" 60-69 = 53.8% "

" 70-79 61.2" "
" 80-89 = 67.3% "
" 90-309= 81.8% "

" 110-119= 100. %

" 120-129= 100 % "
In the above table we have followed Temman's idea of classifi-
cafion with regard to normal or average intelligence. The
cases under the two I.Q. intervals, 90-99 and 100-109 have
been combined into tha interval and the peroentage computed
on the basis of the total number of cases in these two 8TOup S

That there is some relationship existing bvetween

actual improvement and the intelligence of the individual
seems fairly evident from a study of thess tables. The per
cent of increase of those who improve under placement is
quite gradual as the Intelligence Quotient increases. What
is the significange of this? Such findings seem to show that
in predicting the suéoess or failure of a dependent ohild,
the capacity for success is an important factor. In other
words, the lower the intelligence of the individual the less
favorable are his chances for success when placed, and vice

versa,

If intelligence is the individual's ability to
ad just his thinking to new conditions of 1life, and to adapt
to new problems and situations, then those who have less
intelligence are hahdicapped by a lack of capascity for this

adjustment and adaptation.
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Placement in its essential features merely means
that the individual is faced wifh a certain situation to which
'he must adjust and adapt his thinking. Of those lese capable
of such demands, & smaller per cent 1mprové because improve-
ment is limited by ability to improve; of those more capable,
& larger per cent improve hecause such a group has greater
capacity for meeting the demands of the environment.

All other things equal, the resason for institutions
for the feeble-minded is that a complex outside environmens
calls for capacities with which the feeble-minded are not
endowed. Such individuals demand & simpler environment,
one commensurate with their 1nteiligance. Therefore, arti;
ficial conditions must be provided for them through insti-
tutional caie. |

Pintner's previhously mentioned contention, that
pfediotion for sucoess or failure is dependent upon what
objectivé criteria are used as designative of sucocess or
faslure, is very timely. 1In the present status of sociologiocal
investigation, it is not known what constitutes the average
| or uormsl environment. Without doubt there is need for soci-
entifio enlightenment on this point. With the cases here
' used, the improvement or non-improvement of the dependsnt
was left to the judgment of the socialrworker handling the
case, But inasmuch as our results show a fairly gradual
inoresse from those who fail wholly to meet environmental

demands, to the most intelligent group that shows a 100
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per cent success in this requirement, it seems plausidle

to assume that, at least in the essential features, environ-
mental conditions were somewhat constant. Referring agsain

to the element of human efficiency inthe problem‘of depend-
ency, here agein we have the relationship between intelli-
gence and efficienocy demonstrated. Those of less intelligence
manifest less human efficiency in meeting the demands of
placement, while those of more intelligence show greater
efficienocy.

Improvement and non-improvement have been ansalyzed
in connection with the Chronological Age of the child at the
time of his becoming a ward. Results are shown in the fol-
lowing table:

TABIE IV.

Chronological Age at the Time of Becoming Ward

Improve-! T :
ment o ol 550 6-8"| 9-11" 12-14"| 16-17" | Totals
-+ 9 1| 80 16 28 10 94

— |1 2 6| 12 17 7 45

Totale |10 19 26| =28 | s | 17 | 139

Theso various Chronolgical Age intervals reduced to a per-

centage basis, using the total number of cases at each in-
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terval as a basis for computing the per cent, shows the‘folldwing

results:
90.0% of cases 0-2.9 years of age improve,
- 88.8% of cases 3-5.9 years of age improve
76.9% of cases 6-8.9 years of age improve
57.2% of cases 9-11,9 years of age improve
56.4% of -cases 12-14.9 years of age improve
58.8% of ocases _ 15-17.9 years of age improve

Prom this table it would appear that the age of the child when
becoming a ward is an important consideration when predicting
for sucoess or failure of the child. It is obvious that

the chances of suceess among younger children is greater than
that of older children. The deoreass in per cent of those
that improve is greater from 6-8.9 years to 9-11.9 years

than between any other intervals. This, with the fact that
those children in intervael 12-14.9 years show the smallest
per cent of those that improve, brings to light several
important considerations and problems in c¢hild psychology.
Any discussion of these points would of necessity involve
much with reference to the genetic unfoldment of the child,
and hence, can only be dealt with in a brief mamner.

One explanation which might be vouchsafed for the
noticeadble preponderance of improvement among'the younger
ohildren is the fact of their greater plasticity. Definite
social habits have not besn fbrmad, and they are more
amenable to direction and discipline. In other words, these
.children become wards at & period when they more or lees

instinctively look for some guilding agent, and because of
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this are better material for improving than would otherwise
be the case if they were older. DBecause of their plasticity
they adjust to placemsent conditions more guickly and ade-
quately.

Two points of interewt might be advanced with -
reference to the previously mentioned age intervals, 9-11.9
years and 12-14.9 years, both of which show & noticeabdle
decrease in the number of those that improve. It is possible
that these children have become wards at & time when certain
social and moral habits have be come fairly well fixed. Bas-
ing our judgment upon the fact that dependent childrem
usually coms froman inferior environment, undoubtedly some
of these habits would be unacceptable in even an average en-
vironment. An effort to change them when the child is placed
meansg coercion, whidhaiﬁ itself is a very logical avenue
for conditions of non-improvement.

Another probable contributing condition to the
reason for the lower parcentaée of improvement among children
of the above mentioned ages is the change that takes place
in the physical and mental 1life of the child., Wkth added
~years of growth, and as puberty.is approached, there are
many alterations that take plgce, structural, endoorinio,

- physiologic and others. The child becomes sex-conscious,
individualistic and lacks conformity to moral and ethical
codes. Griefly, this is the unstable period, and his con-

duct is of the same kind. Discipline is irksoms. It may
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be then that much of the reason for non-improvement in
these older groups can be traced to the aforementioned fac-
tors,

Of course, neither of the two factors which have
been discussed as important in meking & prognosis on the
dependent ochild shdula be taeken alone. Eveh though a de-
pendent might fall within one of the younger categories,
this would not necessarily mean that he had an equal chance
for sucoess with others of the sams age group. In other |
worde, the age of the individual camnot be separated from
hie capacity for improvement. The follewing table shows
a8 correlation of the two factors that have been disoussed

in relation %o the prognosis on dependent children,

TABLE V
C.A. a8 Intelligence Quotient
time off , . '
be com- . ' | .
ing 50} 60} 704 804 90-| 1004 1104 120-
ward. 59 6p 79 89 99| 109 119) 129 Totals
0=2" of of 2] 2]l 8| o] o 1 10
3-5" | ol 2| 2| 6| 6] 1} 3 ) 19
6-8" 2l 1l 6l 9|5l 2l 1 0 26
9-11" | ol 2} sliel sl 1] 3 0o 28
12-1¢" 1] sl1al13l 3] 3]0 | o 39
L17" Jo| 3j2lvliz| 3]0 0 17 .
ofsls | 3112|531 149 |26 |10 | 7 1 139 y
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The correlation derived from these two factors, by
Pearson's Product-Moment Formuda is, r= — .205 P.E. & .05,
From these data, we conclude that so far as being important
as factors in precicting the improvement or non-improve-
ment of dependent children when placed, both factors are
worth much consideration because of evidence that they are
mutually exclusive, and involve wholly differént ent ities,,
yet both of which are germane to the suceess or failure of
the dependent when placed. Only two of the more outstanding
factors in.prégnOSis-making on dependency have been studied.
A full consideration of all the faoctors is without the limits
of the present study, and necessitates s separate account.* |
Not only is the prognosis on the dependent child involved
with factors of intelligence status and Chronological Age,
but 1t is further involved with conditions of differential
diagnosis, length of wardship, and other points.

However, the limited manner in which prognostic
factors have been discussed in the present study is not
malapropos. A study of the elements which consiitute
a favorabls or unfavorable prognosis is an effort to as-
certain what factors are important in predicting the human

effic iency of the individual,

T oas MR N W we W e T W SR SR my S W e W W M W G G S e s e 3

* The author has in the process of preparation just such
a study.
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CHAPTER VI
GBNERAL SUMMARY -

In this study we have attempted an analysis of
data from two different agencies, onse the chief function
of whioch is the placing of dependent children; the other
psychologiocal and other forms of examination of these
same types of children. Effort has been made to corrs-
late the findings of these two agencies.

Such a study has led logically to a considera-
tion of the prevalent theories régarding dependency, and
the cauées assigned for this social phenomenon. Since
dependency is, for the most part, regarded as a social
problem, the chief wofk in ascertaining causative faotors
and in evolving a theory of dependency, has been done by
the sociologist. While considering the biological and
hereditary aspects of dependency as of some importance,
the soclologist places most emphasis on socio-economio
faotors, and seems to find in these the apotheosis of
all that must be known in order to establish a cure-all
and end-all for dependsency. The social theoriss and
causes of depnedency have been reviewed in detail.
Soms'of'theae have been oritiocized, while others have
been dismissed as being of little importance in ex-
plaining dependency. In our actual investigation wa

have analyzed the social factors in dependency, and have
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advanced the argument that instead of being prino:aial
causes of &ependenéy, social faotors are cymptoms of a
more fundamental defect that exists in the individual

who becomes dependent. And this fundamental defect we
maintain to be the true explanation of dependsnocy.

Pursuant to our effort to ascertain thse actual
causatic elements in dspendency, we have advanced &

- tentative theory for this phenomenon based on a thoréugh'
consideration of the various correlations known to exist
(experimentally) between human efficiency, as judged by
various objective criteria, and the capacity of the
individual as reckoned from divers forms of intelligence
measurements. Capacity in its varying degrees, and as
objectified in sundry forms of human efficieney, is

the result of different degrees of generd intelligence.
The mecha:ism of general intelligence, we malintain,to be
heriditabls.

Dependency, from this view-point, is a phenomenon
the cause of which is inherent weakness in the individual.
The capacity of those who become dependent is too low
to ocope with the exactlions of complex civilized life and
by selection they are shunted off to ve cared for'by
society. ©So~called social causes may precipitate the
inherent weakness, but cannot be used as a basic factor
in éxplaining dependency.

The probable biologlceal explanation of dependency
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is retrogressive variation. By this process the powsrs of
adaptation and adjustment as lowered in the individual.
Selection as a biological prodess does not seem to equalize
the number of those who are average and superior, and
thoge that are inferior. The number that forms the group
from which dependents come procresate at & consistently
more rapid rate than the average or superior. Selection
falls to equalize these two diametrically opposite groups.
Hence, ameliorative social work in itself will not tend
to deorease the bigness of the problem. Both from our
own and other investigations the inferior element seems
to preponderate in the dependent group. Some average and
superior cases are found, but these are few in number and
are not dealt with elaborately in this study. The so-
called "borderlin@“ﬁase, in which the role of the enw
vironnaﬁt might bé potent enough to make for &ependency,
in case of poor environment, or independence, in case of
good environment, is not considered in our study. What
constitutes borderlinity must first necessarily be estab-
lished. At present this question is a philosophical one.
Bo attempt has been made to draw an absolute
line of demarcation between dependence aﬁ& indsependence.
We have only attempted to show that dependency is a social
phenomenon that cannot be explained by social causation.
To the extent that specific prognostic factors have heen
studied, two have been differentiated as important in
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the success or failure of the individual when placed.
This point, however, is in need of furkher investigation.
Finally, then, dependency is a problem the cause
of which is not primarily social. Social causes are secon-
dary. PFundamentally, the faots which account for dependency
are inherent 'in the individual. Any kind of prognosis on
dependency, whether the group or the individusl of the
group is considered should nscessarily take into account
and be limited by the dependent's capacity for humsn effi-
¢isncy and soclal strata from which dependents character-
istidally come. More specific conclusions are drawn
throughout our study in comnection with the consideration

of dififerent phases of the problem.

LIMITATIONS OF THE PRESENT STUDY.

‘ Several problems have been indioated in other
connections in this study. Exhibit II1 shows the method
used by the Division of Charities for obtaining information
on homes in which children are to‘be placed. Undoubdtedly,
the method is in need of much refinement. Whether the
plen of the Whittlier State School in grading home and
neighborhood conditions is feasible or not, only ressarch
work will show. The plan of the Division of Charities
for ascertaindng the fitness or unfitness of a prospective
environment is wholly empirical and affécted strongly by

the personal squation. Undoudbtedly some more adequate
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me thod should be found for rating, by means of objeotive
criteria, the poor, average and superior environments.
Methods of follow-up on individusl cases of;glacement
are also inadequate. The guestionnaire method used in
our investigation, while having some advantages, is salso
subject to the fault common to such- & method, viz., the
personal equation. By a more refined method of follow-
up, egpecially in the matter of rating degrees of improve-
ment in placed cases, statistical results would be more
reliable. Such an improved method wouldyﬁe of value not
only to the field-worker in judging the status of cases
in his charge, but to the paychologist as well in making
‘predictions for success or failure of the child to be
placed. A

| Much of the iInformation obtained has not been
treated because of the neocessity of limiting ghe present
study. As has already been intimated, the problem of
dependency will lend itself to further investigation;

especially on factors concerned in the prognosis.



DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY
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EXHIBIT I.
DATA FROM THE BUREZEAU OF JUVENILE RESEARCH

B - T I o 7~ ¥=T" Y0 o
2. C.A.at the time of examination........C.A. at this time..ccocase
¢ MideooovovoooDiagnosis:__ Levele.cceiecernnncas Function. cvses.
4. Points of psychopathy 1 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 9 10
6. Reason for examination.....ceveeeotrvecoccosnsrocencccsansocsocnns
G s esessesnasessras s eseetrerreeac ot as et toassssorosatoss s nesssens
6. Reactions during oxamination............,........;...............
7. Recommendations.ceeecececrsrrecsererscnccnsocrirsssttcnceaosrones
T eeessesaerecsassscesasessaess ot saree e sss e sssecacaset et as e
Be PrognosSiSececscecesccsasesserscnscosscsssssssasscssesoccssassssnsescs

S 8 9 6 8 5 00 6 62 B OB E 6B E TS S BES ECOEI SO ENES S GE A RSSO

9. History:-



DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY
The Ohlio State University

EXHIBIT II
DATA FROM THE DIVISION OF CHARITIES
1. Hamn.........................;...........................,.............
 2.Time of DOCOMINIE WATA. ¢ eoa v vvsraoeoeoocooonacseossnsanosssssacsoasncsses
I .ENVIRONMENT
1.( ) Country bred () city brea ~( )Both
2. Type of home.(Check term or terms which apply.)

( ) Rural () sium

( ) Sparsely settled - () Tenement
( ) Crowded () Apsrtment
( ) Pactory ( ) Residencd

. Economic Status of Family (Check term which applies.)

( ) Pauper ( ) Cleriocal work

{ g Unskilled laborexr ( ) Bxeocutive
Skilled laborer () Well-to-do

( ) Small business msn {( ) Rioh

( ) Large business man

4. Size of family ineluding parents. (Check number.)
(13 ()4 ()6 ()& ()7 ()8 ()0 ()10

5. Is home broken? (Cheek term or terms which apply.)

( ) Pather dSad ( ) Mother dead ( ) Both parents dead
( ) Divoroce ( ) Separation () Immorslity

I1 CHARACTER AND BEHAVIOR
1. Is child a ward because of: (Check term which applies.)

( ) Parental negleet ( ) Broken home
() Inability to adjust () Illegitimacy

2, How meny times has child been placed? (Check number of times.)
()1 (g ()3 ()& ()5 (e ()7 ()8 ()9 ()10

3. What have been the average intervals of plaoing?(Check number whish
applies.) )

( Jimo. ( )2mo. ( )3 mo. ( )4 moo ( )5 mo ( )6 mo.
( )?'mo. ( )8mo. ( )9 mo. ( 910 mo.{ )11 mo.{ P12 mo.

Note: If average intervals of placing are greater or less than these
noted write number on the following liN@.sesececccscocccacccese



4. Naturo of offenses which led to replacement. (Check term or terms which

appli
) Theft ( )Sex ( )Incorrigible ( )MiScellaneoUSe..se.eseeses

NOTE--Do not cover points of number 4 in number 6.

6.How long did child remain plased each interval?(Check
applies in each interval. )

1st Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() 7mo. () 8moe () 9 moi ( )10 mo.
2nd Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() 7mo. () 8mo. ()9 mo. ( )10 mo.
3rd Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2mo ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() B mo. () 8 mo. (). 9 mo. ( )10 mo.
4th Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() 7moe () 8mos ()9 mo. ( )10 mo.
5th Interval ( ; 1mo. ( ) 2mo. ( ) 3 mo. () & mo.
( 7 mo. ( ) 8mo. ( ) 9 mo. ( )10 mo.
6th Interval .( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. g 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() 7 mo. ( ) 8 mo. ( 9 mo. ( )10 mo.
7th Intervel ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo.
() 7mo. () 8moe () 9 mo. ( )10 mo.
8th Interval | ; lmo. ( ) 2moe ( ) 3 mos ( ) 4 mo.
( 7 mo. ( ) 8mo. ( ) 9 mo. ( )10 mo.

6. Do you aseribe the childls maladjustment to fault of
8chool? (Check term which applies.)

( ) Home ( ) child

number which

() 5mo. () 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() 5 mo. ( ; 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() 5mo. () 6
( M1 mo. ( )12
() 5mo. () 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() 5mo. () 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() Bmo. () 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() 5mo. () 6
( )11 mo. ( )12
() 5 mo. ( ) 6
( )11 mo. ( ‘12
home, child, or

( ) School

7. Is the child the type that you would advise to be adopted?

the term which applies.)

() Ne () Yes
8. What is known of the school history of the child? (Check term which
applies.)
( ) Retarded : ( ) Bright but truant
( ) Truant ( D Bright and interested
( ) Regular attendance but dull ( ) Retarded and truant
( ) Seemingly bright but not interested

( Cheek

mO
mo

mo
mo

moe
mo

mo
mo

mo
mo

mo
mo

mo
mo

mo
mo



9. Has child tended to improve under placement?
() NO | () Yes

10.I# improved under placement, do you think cre: it is due the home or the
child? (Check term which applies.)

() Home ( ) cnila
11.If employed, how does child reaet? £Check term which applies.)

Works regularly

Works irregularly

Changes employment often

Keeps employment for long period

Works regularly and is employed for long period
Works regularly but changes employment of ten
Works irregularly but is employed for long period
Norks irregularly and changes employment often

magiEmy auwp
' - * L ] - » *
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jong

12. In case child is maladjusted in employnebht, i.e., with reference to
V foints, 8,C,F,G, and H in number 11, if fault usually due to :
Check term which applies. !

-~

() onila ( ) Employer

13. Characterize reactions of child under superv131on. (Cheok term or terms
which apply.)

() Co-operative (. ) Non-cooperative
( ) Energetioc () Lazy
( ) Self-reliant () Self-depreciative
( ) Modest () Conceited
() Sociavle ( ) Non-sociable
() Peaceable ( ) Quarrelsome
( ) Resentful () Porgiving
( ) llakes friends easily ( ) Does not make friends easily
() Gregarious ( ) Seclusive
( ) Honest ( ) Dishonest
( ) Adapts quickly ( ) Does not adapt quickly
() Trusting ( ) Suspicious
14.Resction of child to eriticism, correction, reprimand, rebuke, or pun-
ishment.
I ) Improvement ( ) Deterioration

15. Brief statement of general facts of heredity and enviromment not cov-
ered in this questionnaire.



BXHIBIT III No
I Bivision of Charities—Department of Public Welfare

Ouak and Ninth Streets, Columbus, Ohio

Report on Proposed Foster Home

i
-

-

Name of applicant
. {Surname) (Husband’s First) (Wife's First and Maiden)
Location’ ' .

{Street and Number or R. F. D.) (City or Village) {County)
Full directions for reaching home:
. Catholic . Free

Application for: Boy White Protestant w.

App Girl Colored Age : chi:fa an Adaogpetiva

THE FAMILY
T Names of Members of Birthplace Occupnation and W,
Fuamily at Address Stated Age | Nationality or Race City and State School and Grad.o“

Husband .

‘Wwife (maiden)

Children: 1

2

3

a Other Members of Household: 5 Nationali

o Relatives, Boarders, Hired Help Age Health Sex Relationship Occupation - R‘“t!'
~ Brief history of family: Date of marriage Place of marriage

Léngth of residence

Number of children by this marriage......ccoeoee. Facts concerning those not at home

Other marriages, divorces, etc

s

Standing of family in community ertreen e e ersarne s amenen eretrerarmennan ceareneas

Facts concerning foster children who have been in this home



THE HUSBAND .

THE WIFE

Details c‘f physical defect or illness (habits: drink, tebacce, prefanity):

’

Details of physical defect or iliness (habits: drink, tobacco, profanity):

| Education, intelligence, mental defect, natural refinement, personal appearance:

Education, intelligence, mental defect, natural refinement, personal appearance:

Personality, temperament, moral character, disposition:

Personality, temperament, moral character, disposition:

)
Membor of what church, distance from home, attend regularly, take any
i active part:

Member of what church, distance from home, attend regularly, take any
active part: .

L
lﬂﬂhen employed, how long, ind
income availabie for family:

rious, ful, pay bills promptly, entire

Employment outside of home—special work in home—at home most of time:

‘Social life and f'raternaj connections:

r

Social life and fraternal connections:

j “Describe the neighborhood (note any undesirable influences)-



THE HOME

Value of home if owned Rent Acreage

How used

How much yard

— 'Location and value of other property.

Rooms in house Bath

Automobile........ ... Special industry...

Live stock

P

. Ddescribe home and manner of care (cleanliness, order, comfort, sanitation)

- Evidences of refinement in home (periodicals, books, music, pictures)

THE FOSTER CHILD

7 WIll child be a member of the family in every respect?

#Duties child will be expected to perform

—

Jescribe room where child will sleep. Will child sleep alone; if not, with whom?

Type of school child will attend; distance from home; number of months in session per year; will child be sent to high school?............... -

. Probable companions and associates

nd

Applicant’s ideas regarding discipline and training

-

What seems to be the underlying motive for taking child? Is adoption contemplated?




Were both husband and wife interviewed and do both desire child?

Names and addresses of persons interviewed and their opinion as to the desirability of placing a child in home of appHcant:

15-

Gleneral impressions and recommendations:

——

. Type of child recommended for this home:

Date of investigation

{Investigator)
S mmary:
ﬁcceptadd
ejecte
D:‘te Withdrawn

{Supervisor of Child-Placing)



